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‘CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘Tue Ruiz Committee of Judges met on Monday last for the 
further consideration of the draft rules of court. 





_ THE NEw Practice of selling copies of the “daily cause list” 
at the Royal Courts of Justice appears to have given general 
satisfaction ; and we understand that arrangements are being 
made for enabling the list to be obtained as soon as published in 
different parts of the building. 





WE ARE REQUESTED to state that, for the present, the Chancery 
cause lists for each day are to be found exhibited, on the previous 
evening, between 4 o’clock and 4.30, at the Carey-street entrance 
of the Eastern Block of the Royal Courts of Justice, while the 
Queen’s Bench Division lists are to be found at the same hour at 
the Clock Tower entrance. 





A coop DEAL of dissatisfaction is expressed about the distance 
which intervenes between the solicitors’ bench in the Court of 
Appeal No. 2, and the seats of the Queen’s Counsel. It is exceed- 
ingly difficult for a solicitor to communicate with his leading 
counsel in the course of a case, being separated from him by a 
table and a gangway. In order to offer a suggestion, or convey 
information, to counsel, the solicitor must pass by the table and 
stand in the gangway between the counsel and the judges. It 
is suggested that it would be more convenient if the solicitors’ 
bench were placed immediately below the first row of counsels’ 
seats and facing the judges. 





DvuRING THE PRESENT WEEK seven courts on an average have 
been sitting daily in the Royal Courts of Justice. The Lord 
Chancellor’s court (which is to be occupied by Mr. Justice 
Pearson) is still see Sir R. Purtirmore, and Chancery 
Court No. 1 by Sir Jamzs HanNEN; the two courts assigned to 
these judges progressing very slowly towards completion. Mr. 
Justice Pzarson has taken possession of Mr. Justice Kay’s 
court for the hearing of that learned judge’s cases, and Mr. 
Baron Pottocx has been sitting in Queen’s Bench Court No. 1 
to hear Mr. Justice PEarson’s cases. Appeal Court No. 1 is still 
very far from completion. 





THE rEsuLT of the provision of the rules under the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, that all applications under the Act 
may be made by summons at chambers, and that if a petition 

be ee without the direction of the judge no further 
costs shall be allowed than would be allowed upon a summons, has 
been to bring a considerable number of summonses under 
the Act into the chambers of the judges of the Chancery Division. 
It is well known that the staff has long been overworked with the 
ordinary chamber business, and the addition of the new statu 
a is certain to increase the complaints which have long 
a rife, of unavoidable delays in the transaction of the adminis- 
trative work of the court. e business brought into chambers 
under the Settled Land Act is of a character requiring careful con- 
sideration, and if it is to be transacted satisfactorily, and without 
ag, with the other current work, it will be necessary to 
ierease the number of chief clerks by attaching a chamber staff 
to Mr. Justice Pearson. 





THE CHIEF COMPLAINTS which have arisen during the week with 
reference to the new courts relate to the noise caused by the swinging 
of the doors, which, in some courts, has been almost intolerable. 
A simple mode of remedying this annoyance would be to have the 
doors kept constantly open, and to hang a curtain at the entry 
from the corridor. In some of the courts complaints 
of the difficulty of hearing the observations of the j 
distance further than the first two rows of bar seats. 
this evil would be mitigated if curtains were hung on ei 
of the judge. In Court of Appeal No. 2 the bench is 
be too high, both as regards the registrar and the 
Counsel. The high panelling in front of the judges 
obstructs the view and prevents the judges from conveniently hold- 
ing those colloquial communications with the registrar which are 
sometimes necessary. The spectacle which was presented the 
other day of a learned registrar, mounted on a chair in order 
to approach the ear of the President, is not very decorous. 
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Ir 1s TO BE HOPED that the suggestion made by a correspondent 
a few weeks ago, that the recent inquiry by a committee of the 
Incorporated Law Society into the procedure in actions in the 
Queen’s Bench Division should be followed up by an equally 
careful and elaborate inquiry into the defects in the i of 
the Chancery Division, will not be lost sight of at the forthcoming 
special general meeting of the society. Probably nothing tends 
more to render solicitors unpopular with the public than the delays 
which are due to these defects. So long ago as 1874 the Legal 
De ents Commission reported that “ there are many ints 
of the delay which takes place in taxation, and of the di of 
procuring appointments within reasonable time,” and we believe 
that complaints were never more rife than at present. The time 
is favourable for drawing attention to the i ts which 
might be effected, and we trust that the opportunity will not be 
allowed to slip by. What is wanted is a committee to collect 
evidence ; to consider suggestions for amendments, and report to the 
council, who, when furnished with the data supplied by this report, 
will be able to press the much needed reforms soaks 4 attention 
of the authorities. 





Mr. Dantet, Q.C., has recently made some remarks, which we 
print in another column, tending to confirm our attitude of doubt- 
ful admiration towards the Married Women’s Property Act. Of 
these, we think that the one of most serious interest is his con- 
cluding remark about costs. The old system of a separate use, 
ofieoted by means of a trust, provided a very efficient security 
against the advancement of unfounded claims, by ordinarily 
throwing the costs of them, if upon the trustee. 
And this rule worked no hardship, because the trustee could not 
suffer from any cause, except his own imexcusable i of 
what was comprised within the terms of his trust. is security 
will no longer exist; and ee of ae daoee a a 
bably, call for a perpetually increasing tact 
aesoeotionn, It may, for aught we know, become the “ common 
form” for a wife who has no property whatever, to lay claim to 
her husband’s when an execution is attempted; thereby 
forcing so ow to interplead, with the highly humorous 
that the itor’s success in proving the goods to be the husband’s 
will prevent him from getting his costs paid. 





A LEARNED American | author has a bril- 
liant idea. He Pte in the to seventh 
edition of one of his books) the i t of a tribunal 


for testing the value of law books and law reports. He 
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suggests the “establishment by the National Bar Associa- 
tion, or some other association. or individual able and 
willing to bear the expense, of a bureau to investigate, by the help 
of trained experts, every book relating to the law, and especially 
every new one, and report in writing to the profession simply and 
only as to its bona fides. If it is a reprint of a foreign work, is it 
correctly done? If it professes to be original, how far is it so? 
Are due credits Pa Are the rules of our written language 
concerning — ion marks followed? Are there concealed 
piresies? Was the work done personally by the ostensible 
author? If a book of reported cases, did the judges in their 
opinions deal fairly with counsel, text writers, and one another ? 
And,” he adds, *‘let all other questions pertinent to the chief 
inquiry be answered?” The main difficulty which occurs to us 
with to this admirable proposal is in -finding persons of 
a disposition sufficiently heroic to act as “ trained experts ’’ in the 
performance ofthese delicate and responsible duties. The 

trained s” days would be spent in considering defences 
to actions for libel; he would pass his nights in terror of revolvers 
and bowie knives, and his only secure refuge would be the gaol 
into which his incessant contempts of court would be certain to 


bring him. 


A CORRESPONDENT sends us an extract from the Standard, 
in which an advertiser holds out hopes to noblemen and 
large landowners that the “strict provisions” of the Settled 
Land Act may proye ineffectual to prevent settlors from 
restricting the tenant for life from selling the settled estate. 
We could find plenty of epithets (rambling, slipshod, and so 
forth) which seem much better adapted than the word 
** strict,” to describe the “provisions” of an Act which, as 
is the modern fashion, seeks to attain its ends not so much by 
careful precision in defining its meaning, as by loosely sweeping 
together, by such devices as interpretation clauses and vaguel 





worded generalities, every possible meaning which it thinks can 
eyer come into anybody’s head. We pointed out, some weeks 
that by following this policy it has contriv ts 


has contrived to put the trus 
n. the title of all land given in trust for 
; and we doubt not that other surprises are in 


or its promoters. With regard to the devices of the adver- 
taser, we cannot, of course, pretend to be in his secret. Buta 
suggestion has appeared in print, which may possibly throw 
gome light upop the matter. Section 2, sub-section (6), enacts, 
that “if in any case there are two or more persons so entitled as 
tenants in common, or as joint tenants, or for other concurrent 
estates or interests, they ee constitute the tenant for life 
for purposes of this Act. othing is said abou 
these concurrent interests. It, therefore, seems that any settlor 
might, so to speak, ‘‘ join in commission ” with his eldest son a 
or two of obstructive trustees, each having a “ concurrent 
in t” amounting (let us say) to abqut sixpence annually, who 
would effectually restrain any disposition on the part of the 
young gentleman to act as a vendor of settled property. This 
ud not be an evasion of the Act, for all its powers would be 
to the “ tenant for life” ; but in such a case the com- 
. polype so defined by the Act would not be at all likely to 
e any of them. 









A cuBIovs PoINnT was raised upon an application on Monday 
last to the Queen’s Bench Division of the Irish High Court of 
Justice. A Mr. ec is being prosecuted before the chief 
police magistrate for publishing an article which is alleged to be 
a seditious libel. His counsel tendered evidence to sien dhlet the 
statements contained in the article were published for the public 
benefit, and were merely fair comments on public affairs. He 
contended that the evidence was rendered admissible by the 
4th section of the Newspaper Libel Act, 1881, which is as 
pong oe court of summary jurisdiction, upon the hear- 
ac inst a proprietor, publisher, or editor 

a pier. s lind pabliched cheese may receive evidence 
@s to the publication for the public benefit and.as to the 
matters char a true.” The magistrate, how- 
ever, dec to t the ce, and an application was 


made to the Queen’s Bench Division of the Irish High Court 


of Justice for a us to co 


had refused to hear evidence of justification in the case of Lawson 
vy. Labouchere for defamatory libel, and that it was intended to 
enable magistrates to receive evidence in such cases only, and 
not in cases of charges of seditious libel. To grant the applica~ 
tion would have involved the anomaly of admitting evidence 
of justification at the preliminary inquiry, while it could not 
be admitted or pleaded before the ultimate tribunal, and the 
whole scope of the Act seems to show that it was not in- 
tended to apply to the case of a seditious libel. As Mr, 
Justice Lawson observed, the court was gravely asked to grant a 
mandamus requiring the magistrate to receive evidence for the 
purpose of proving that it was for the public benefit that a libel 
should be published with the intention of bringing the Govern. 
ment of the country and the administration of the law into hatred 
and contempt. i 








THE EXERCISE OF POWERS TO RAISE 
PORTIONS. 


Tue frightful deluge of reported cases from which the pro- 
fession is now suffering threatens soon to become intolerable, and 
suggestions haye been made (for which we wish a greater measure 
of success than they are likely to obtain) with the praiseworthy 
purpose of abating the nuisance. It seems not improbable that 
the comparative neglect into which the principles of the law are 
falling, and which ‘is tending to increase the general ignorance 
or disregard of those principles, may be partly due to the im 
ordinate influx of authority in the shape of particular decision: 
In some quarters a slavish sifting of indexes seems to be 


Y | as the highest exercise of the legal intellect. We should not care 
to vilify this kind of work if it were duly kept in its proper place 


of subordination. But the wholesome rule, that instances avail, 
nothing against principles, seems to be in danger of givin 
to a different view, under which few crineintes seal be safe ie. 
a “reported decision.” The history of the following case, in 
which we find cause for much satisfaction, illustrates danger 
to which we allude. 
The Master of the Rolls has always shown great activity in 
tracing cases to the fountain-head, not unfrequently causing the 
actual record to be produced before him in court. He isnot li 
to find many opportunities for instituting such inquiries wi 
happier ts than that recently afforded by the case of 
y. Wrey (30 W. R. 850, L. R. 21 Ch. D. 332). In that case 
B. P. Wrey had a power, under a settlement, to charge certain lands 
with the raising of certain sums as portions for the benefit of the 
children of his marriage, other than an eldest or only son for the 
time being having the first estate tail in the lands. The language 
of the settlement gave him, in the clearest possible terms, powe 
to fix the ages and times at which the portions so rai 
should vest, and, in default of portions to be raised under a 
exercise of the power, it contained no provision for the younger 
children at all. The maximum sum which might be raised, when- 
ever there should be three or more portionable children, was 
£10,000. Three daughters having been born, Sir B. P. W: 
appointed, in exercise of this power, that £10,000 should be rai 
for their benefit, “‘ to be a vested interest in the said three children 
respectively, immediately upon the execution” of the and : 
appointment ; ing a power to appoint by deed or will 
what times and in what proportions gee he should become 
pee St ae This appointment may be taken to hav 
made in 1832, in the skape of a confirmation of a preview 
but seemingly ineffectual attempt to exercise the power made it 
1828. In the events which happened, one daughter came of ‘| 
and was married ; and on the occasion of her marriage, Sir B. P. 
Wrey appointed £6,000 of the fund to her for her 
The other two daughters died under age, one in 1836, the othe 
in 1845, The married and her husband having disclaimel 
a £5,000, Sir B. P. Wrey in 
that it belonged to him; and he accordingly sold his eee 





for £3,000 to the plaintiff Henty ; who, upon Sir B, P. Wrey' 


1 him to hear it.. The © 
court refused the application, the Lord Chief Justice pointing 
out that the Act was passed immediately after Sir Ropert CaRpEn 
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death in 1879, brought this action, claiming (inter alia) to have 
the last-mentioned £5,000 raised and paid to him. Mr. Justice 
Kay, before whom the case came in the first instance (30 W. R. 
311, "L. R. 19 Ch.-D. 492), held that the plaintiff was not en- 
titled to the fund, and that it sank into the inheritance; which 
judgment has recently been reversed by the Court of A peal. 
ine coming to the eonclusion at which he arrived, Mtr. Justice 
seems to have mainly relied upon two separate arguments. 
these, the second—namely, that the appointment, so far as the 
children dying under age took anything under it, was a “ fraud 
upon the power ” in the ordinary sense of the phrase—is much 
¢ leas remarkable of the two, and may conveniently be disposed 
first. at precise phrase was not used by Mr. Justice Kay ; 

t he used the lengthier expressions for which that phrase is the 
agcepted abbreviation ; saying that the facts raised a “ judicial in- 
ference that the intention of the appointor in making the portions 
yest immediately, was to secure a possible benefit to himself” ; ; 
and his lordship added further, that he could not “‘ see any reason 
why these portions should be directed to vest immediately, except 
to benefit ” the appointor himself: No doubt, if these allegations 
on have been sustained, they would have sufficed to convict the 

tment of being a fraud upon the power, and therefore 
void but there was so little tobe said for this ground of the 
decision, that ads the poecing of the appeal the respondents’ counsel, 
eh th the approyal of the court, renounced all reliance upon it. As 
the Master of the Rolls remarked in his judgment, none of those 
flagrant circumstances existed here which, in the well-known 
cases upon the subject, have led to the “ judicial inference” that 
& parent made an appointment in expectation of the death of his 
children. There was not a shred of evidence that the children 
or at all sickly and likely to die sooner than any other children ; 
putting the appointment at the latest possible date, one of them 
survived it for four, and the other for thirteen years ; and the 
Master of the Rolls pointed out that under some circumstances, 
which might easily have happened, though, in fact, they did not, 
the immediate vesting of the fund would have been a great benefit 
tp the children. 

‘The respondents’ case was, therefore, left to rest wholly upon 
the other point; which is a doctrine supposed to be extracted 
from Lord Thurlow’ 8. judgment in Lord Hinchinbroke y. Seymour 
(I Bro. C. C. 395). In that case he held that an appointment 
was bad, which had been made by a father in favour of.a child 
who died under age ; and he is reported to have used some very 
curious langu which would seem to lead to strange ae 
According 5 the report, he seems to have based his decision u 
the following doctrine :—“ The meaning of a charge for children 
is that it shall take place when it shall be wanted. It is contrary 
to the nature of such a charge to have it raised before that time ; 
ind although the power is in this case to raise it when the parent 
shall think Terk yet that is only to enable him to raise it in his 
own life if it should be necessary.” This doctrine, if it could 
have been supported, would doubtless have served the required 
Papose ; but, as the Master of the Rolls pointed out, not unless 

old that a settlor is simply incapacitated from conferring a 
power to raise portions to be vested immediately. 

The thorough sifting which this proposition received is the 
ihost interesting part of the ease. If Mr. Justice Kay was less 
successful than the Master of the Rolls in dealing with it, this 
was, perhaps, vartly due to the absence of the original record. 
With great foresight, Mr. Justice Kay had sent for this; but it 
gt not Daa is ound, and it was produced only before the Court 

We shall not follow in detail the interesting 
rca 8 ot the Master of the Rolls into the opinions touchi 
inchinbroke y. Seymour ex Fon tesa® by Lor 


Eldon and Sir 
Anthony Hart respectively, and the light thereby thrown upon 
thé case. It is enough to say that in that case the child in whose 


favour the appointment was made was in a consumption, and was 
hown by the appointor to be so, at the time when the a appoint. 
ent was made: and that she died in the course of the fo 


win 
ar. a word, that case was an Bh ys example of a “fraud 
upon a power in the 


sense of the phrase, and lends no 
i at all to the much wider doctrine sought to be deduced 
1 


_ We feel too grateful to the Master of the Rolls for his testi- 


mony to the importance of principle, as a guide to practice, not 





to mention what he said upon this gubjest. 
of law which is against ene Pk 
there are two points to 

such rule of law ever laid do 

point to be decided. And, pee Be 
passed ae a binding rule of law tat te 
nized and dealt with by subsequent ooh 
of a tribunal of ob-cndiftite { fariedd 
decision és contrary to the course of law, and is not bin 
him?” We venture to think that the publie a be 
if these golden rules shall come to he generally estima 
true value. 
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USUAL PROVISIONS IN LEASES. 
IV. 

WE remarked last week that the covenant to deliver up in 
at the end of the term is stated to be a eens tan ee 
authors of all the leading collections of praesent Po do 
not find any decision to that effect; for in 
(No. 2) (23 Beay. 419), where it was laid 
coyenant to repair was usual, it was capreesly. st 
the agreement that the lease should contain a covenant 
deliver up in repair. Considering, however, that this eoyen- 
ant is invariably inserted in leases of houses, and that it is 
merely in the nature of a supplement to the coyenant to repair 
there can be no doubt.that it would be inserted i in a lease 
under a general agreement. The. only question is as to w. 
the words at the end of the covenant, “reasonable wear and 


excepted,” should be inserted. It is, ve ters ae ale 
prac of some solicitors, when. ac’ 


is 


Hae 









nat the latter view 

Neither Mr. Teeside 3 in his: form of lease of a anon 
‘with usual clauses ’’ (Vol. 5, Part I., p. 108), nor Mr. Prideaux, 
in his lease of a dwelling- -house with usual covenants by the lessee 
(2 Prid. 45), appends any such restriction to the covenant to leave 
in repair; although Mr. *prideaux inserts it in the case of a lease 


precedent books it wo 
eorrect. 


of a furnished house. On the other hand, in the form of a lease 
of a private house from year to year or for a short term, in the 
last edition of Hayes’ Concise Conveyancer, the ion in 
inserted. And in the short form of lease provided by 8 & 9 
Vict. ¢. 124, which it>is. to be presumed was intended to 
express the ordinary provisions in use at the time of the 
passing of that Act, the coyenant to leaye the 
“ reagon- 
It is to be observed, however, that 


ie 


Ft 


in good repair contains an express exception of 
able wear and tear.” 


Porta 





in this form the covenant also st wok, “s ees eld iat 
domage by fire—which, as we enw last as been held not 








exception of reasonable wear and tear. nay on the ow: 
tee of this exception alters say 
ary covenant to repair, was said 


+ Aare J., in Doe v. Jones i oe &. Ad., —_ 128), . rad 


“merely that the tenant should supply the ordinary wear. Ls 
tear of the promians 3; and as Eee 


ng}in making valuations at se age 4 aterm, attach very 


importance to the question whether this exception is i 
the lease. 

To insure—This covenant is inserted in the forms 
containing “ usual covenants,” both by Mr. Davidson 


Tes 
ra BI 


Prideaux, ae ee author remarks that, though it 
is ‘‘ one which is inserted véry generally in leases, it is probably 
not one the insertion of which the court would decree when 


enforcing the specific performance 
‘to contain all usual covenants.’ ”’ 


SR Teer wae 


covenant to insure was n 
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by the Master of the Rolls in Hampshire v. Wickens (26 W. R. 
491, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 555) is to be adopted, it is difficult to see 
how this covenant can be considered as not usual. It nearly 
always occurs in the precedents. 

Not to carry on trades.—A restriction against particular 
trades has been held not to be a usual covenant (Propert vy. 
Parker, 3 My. & K. 280, 281). And in Van v. Corpe (Jb., at 
p- 276) Sir J. Leach, M.R., said, “I consider it to be perfectly 
clear that the common and usual covenants between landlord and 
tenant will not extend to covenants in restraint of trade.” In 
Wilbraham v. Livesay (18 Beav., at p. 210), Romilly, M.R., 
said that “covenants in restraint of trade are not usual 
covenants, although in some localities they are common.” 
But he added that “the case might be varied by 
the particular situation of the property, as, if a house 
were situate in Grosvenor-square, I do not say that a 
covenant against. converting the house into a shop would be 
unusual; but it cannot be said that a covenant in restraint of 
trade in a situation where trade is usually carried on is a usual 
and ordi covenant.” As we have previously pointed out, it is 
admitted, both in Bennett v. Womack (7 B. & C. 627) and in 
Hampshire v. Wickens, that in leases of public-houses and other 
special descriptions of property, the question of what are “usual 
covenants’’ depends on the current practice upon leases of that 
description of property. In the first-named case a proviso for 
re-entry if any business but that of a victualler should be carried 
on in the house was held to be, with reference to a lease of a 
public-house, a usual provision, evidence having been given 
showing that of such leases six out of ten contained the proviso. 
It would seem doubtful whether, since Hodgkinson v. Crowe (23 
W. R. 885, L. R. 10 Ch. 622), the proviso for re-entry could be 
inserted, but Bennett v. Womack seems to be still an authority 
for the insertion in leases of public-houses of a covenant against 
carrying on any business but that of licensed victualler or beer- 
house keeper. 

Not to assign or underlet without licence.—This has been clearly 
settled not to be a usual covenant (Henderson v. Hay, 3 Bro. C. C, 
632; Church v. Brown, 15 Ves. 528; Hodgkinson v. Crowe, 23 
W. R. 406, L. R. 19 Eq. 591; Hampshire v. Wickens, 26 W. R. 
491, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 555). 

To produce or .give notice of assignment to landlord or his 
solicitor.—This covenant was found by a jury in Brookes v. 
Drysdale (26 W. R. 331) not to be a “common and usual 
covenant” in leases of public-houses. 

Proviso for re-entry.—The Appeal Court, in Hodgkinson v. 
Crowe (23 W. R. 885, L. R. 10 Ch. 622), appear to have thought 
that a proviso for re-entry on non-payment of rent was a usual 
provision, but that a proviso for re-entry for breach of covenant 
could not be inserted in a lease made under an agreement for a 
lease with usual covenants. “A clause for re-entry for non-pay- 
ment of rent,’’ said Lord Justice James, “is always inserted without 
any opposition by anybody. It has never been disputed by any 
tenant, because both at law and in equity the lessee can be 
relieved from the forfeiture by payment of his rent after the 
period of forfeiture has arrived, just as a mortgagor can redeem 
his estate, though the time fixed by the mortgage deed for redemp- 
tion has passed ; so that the proviso only operates as a penalty. 
A clause of re-entry for breach of covenants generally, where, as 
there are no means of ascertaining the compensation, a court of 
equity cannot relieve, stands on quite a different footing.” If 
this was the ground of the decision, section 14 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, would appear to have an important bearing on the 
question whether it would now be considered binding. 








Weare informed that the statue which has been placed in the north cor- 
ridor of the Royal Courts is not a model of the memorial statue of the late 
Mr. Street, R.A. Our statement last week was derived from information 
received {rom two distinct sources. 


The walls of the deserted law courts at Westminster, facing the Westminster 

Sessions House, were on Saturday placarded by the a notice of the 
speedy sale of the buildings in the form of b materials. The sale will 
take place on the 22nd inst., when the structures will be sold in lots *‘ to suit 
the convenience of purchasers,” 





REVIEWS. 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Tue Law or Monicrpat Corporations: CONTAINING THE MunicrPay. 


Corporations Act, 1882, anD THE ENACTMENTS INCORPORATED THERE- 
WITH, WITH A Setection or SuprpLEMENTARY ENACTMENTS, INCLUDING 
THEREIN THE Exectric Licutinc Act, 1882, wira Notes. By J. M, 
Lety, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet. 

Tue Enotish Mounicrpan Cope: BEING THE MuntcreaAL CoRPORATIONS 
Act, 1882, wrrn Hisrortcan Intropuction, Norzs, ComMMENTs, AND 
REFERENCES ; THE GENERAL ORDERS OF THE JUDGES UNDER THE Cor- 
rupt Practices (Munictpat Hirections) Act, &c. By J. W. Hum 
Wut.uss, Barrister-at-Law, and J. R. Somers Vine. Waterlow & 
Sons, 

Tue Monicrrat Corporations Act, 1882, roceTHEeR wiTH Parts oF Tuy 
Battot Act, 1872; THe PARLIAMENTARY AND Municreau Recistra- 
tion Act, 1878, anD THE RuLes or THE JUDGES FOR CARRYING INTO 
Errect Mounticrpan Exscrion Peririons. By Tuomas Wuttiax 
Saunpers, Esq., Metropolitan Police Magistrate, and Wiut1am Epaar 
Saunpers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 


Mr. Lely’s comprehensive book is prefaced by a brief historical sketch 
of the law of municipal corporations, and contains the Act of 1882, 
followed by the incorporated enactments relating to registration, voting 
at elections, and corrupt practices, and certain supplementary enact- 
ments, including Leeman’s Act, and the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, 
The principal Act is very fully annotated, and the notes are useful and 
sensible, pointing out the origin of the sections, and the amendments 
effected by them, and giving references to decisions on the repealed Acts, 
He raises an interesting question as to whether section 14 of the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881, will apply to a forfeiture incurred under the proviso 
for re-entry which the corporation are empowered, by section 111 (3) of 
the Municipal Corporations Act, to insert in leases of sites for working 
men’s dwellings. We are inclined to agree with him that it will. There 
is also, in a note to rule 12 of schedule 5, a useful list of the pur. 

s to which, under the substantially similar provision of section 92 of 
the Act of 1835, it has been held that the borough fund may and may 
not be applied. It appears that, although it may be lawfully applied 
towards repairs of a corporation pew in a parish church, it is not legally 
applicable to the purchase of a gold chain for the mayor. The Electric 
Lighting Act is shortly annotated, and there is a good index. We think 
that this will be found a very useful manual of the law relating to 
municipal corporations. 

Messrs. Williams’ & Vine’s book is confined to the Act of 1882. It 
commences with a short historical sketch of municipal corporations in 
England, and then gives the Act of last year in full, with very elaborate 
explanatory notes. The first seven schedules of the Act are placed 
immediately after the sections relating to them—a convenient arrange- 
ment in the case of several of these schedules. The General Orders under 
the Corrupt Practices (Municipal Elections) Act are given, and there is 
a useful time-table showing the dates at which duties of borough 
officials should be performed, and a good index referring both to sections 
and pages. 

Messrs. Saunders give the Act of 1882, the provisions of the Ballot 
Act applicable, the Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 1878, 
and the Rules under the Corrupt Practices (Municipal Elections) Act, 
with occasional short notes. The book is convenient in form, and has 4 
copious index, but does not aim at the elaboration of the other works 
mentioned above. 





CRIMINAL LAW, 


CoMMENTARIES ON THE CriminAL Law. By Jozt Prentiss Bisnor 
Szventu Enpition, Revised and Enlarged. In Two Volumes. Boston: 
Little, Brown, & Co. ; London: Sampson, Low, & Oo. 


This is the seventh edition of a well-known American text-book, and 
some idea of its dimensions may be conveyed by stating that, although 
the author deals with the subject of “ Criminal Procedure ” in a separate 
work, the two volumes comprise (exclusive of prefaces and introduction 
no less than 1,397 pages, while the authorities (both American 
English) cited in the present edition are 10,416 in number. As may be 
gathered from these statistics, the author uses the term “ criminal law” 
in a far from narrow sense. Thus the first chapter deals with the “ The 
Nature and Sources of Juridical Law,” and this involves a discussion of 
the various meanings of the word “law,” and the distinction between 
“Jaw” and “government.” Military and martial law are also treated 
of fully. Then follows a chapter eg “The Authorities, and pee 
of their Comparative Weight and Effect,” where we find some 
criticism on the works of Ooke, Hale, Hawkins,,and Foster, the author 
describing later treatises on English criminal law as being, some of them, 
“in a modified sense, of authority.” The question of “ Jurisdiction and 
Locality ” is very claborately discussed, with reference not only to thé 

ers of the United States within State limite, but also to the limite of 
urisdiction between the United States and foreign nations ; and in com 
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nection with this the effect of such well-known English authorities as 
Reg. v. Anderson (L. R. 1 0, O. R. 161), and Reg. v. Keyn (L. R. 2 
Ex. D. 63), is fully and correctly stated, and, indeed, throughout the 
work all the most important English cases are referred to by the author. 
The elaborate analysis of the several elements of crime will perhaps be 
found more useful to the student than to the practitioner, as will also 
the author’s “ Diagram of Crime (page 369), where Treason (in the centre) 
is represented in the darkest shade of colouring, which becomes gradually 
lighter in passing through the regions of felony and misdemeanor to the 
region of wrongs which are too small for the law to notice. The chapter 
upon “The Law’s Method of Defining Crimes” also contains some 
geometrical diagrams, designed to illustrate the distinction between a 
crime and a mere ‘‘ criminal offence,” as well as the manner in which 
one crime may be included within another. The law relating to each 
class of offence (whether statutory or at common law) seems to be 
clearly stated, and the distinctions between English and America n law 
are carefully pointed out. 


SNELL’S EQUITY. 


Tur Paincreites or Equity, INTENDED FoR THE UsE or STUDENTS AND THE 
Proresstion. By E. H.T. Snext, Barrister-at-Law. Srxtra Eprrion. 
To WHICH Is ADDED AN Epirome or THE Equity Practice. Tuirp 
Eprtion. By Arcutnatp Brown, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


By the omission of obsolete information Mr. Brown has succeeded in 
finding room for much new matter without materially increasing the 
bulk of the book. He has incorporated in the Principles the statutory 
provisions as to mortgages and married women, and has added many of 
the leading recent decisions. His additions seem to be in general 
careful and accurate. We may, perhaps, suggest the advisability of 
keeping up throughout the book, with reference to the new matter, the 
connection between the statement of principles and the leading cases in 
which they have been laid down. For instance, on page 316, instead of 
the indefinite statement that “‘ where the mortgage deed contains an 
attornment clause, the mortgagee may also (like a landlord for his rent) 
distrain . . for the arrears of his interest, and sometimes even for 
a large part of the principal money lent, provided the attornment clause 
is not fraudulent,” it would have been more helpful to the student to 
cite shortly in the text In re Stockton Iron Furnace Company (27 W. R. 
433), and state the principle with regard to fraudulent attornments laid 
down in that case, and reiterated in the recent case of Hx parte Voisey, 
In re Knight (31 W. R. 19)—viz., that the reservation of a rent being 
much higher than the rack-rent value of the premises is a badge of 
fraud. The useful treatise on the practice in equity has had added to it 
the cases to a very recent date. 





BANKRUPTCY, 
A Concise Treatiss upon THE Law or Banxruprcy. By Epwarp T. 
Batpwi, Barrister-at-Law. Tuirp Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 


The additions which have been made to this edition are very creditable 
to the author’s ability and care. He has succeeded in condensing into 
about two small pages a clear and accurate statément of the effect of the 
temarkable series of recent cases on section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869. The provisions of the Bills of Sale Act of last year are also 
concisely given, and their relation to the provisions of the Act of 1878 
discussed at pp. 175—196. The author does not hesitate to express an 
opinion on the meaning of some of the points of difficulty arising on this 
curious piece of legislation, and as to most we think the suggestions he 
makes coincide with the construction which seems most likely'to be adopted 
by the court. On some matters of especial doubt he refers his readers to 
the discussions in Mr. Pearce’s able little treatise. The Bills of Sale 
Acta, together with the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, the General Rules, and 
the Debtors Acts and Rules, are printed in full in the appendix, with 
marginal references to the pages of the book where the provisions are 
discussed, a practice which we believe owes its origin to Mr. Robson’s 
Admirable book, and is very convenient to the practitioner. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING, 


Tas Law anp Practice Reautatinc Mercuant Suiperna, In Rewation 
20 Its ReoisrRaTION AND TO UnsgawortHy Suirs, Grain Oarcors, 
Iuprorer Loapina, Ska Fisuine Vesseis, Yacuts, Quarantine, &c., 
&. By T. J. Prrrar, of the Secretary’s Office, H.M.’s Customs. 
Edwin T, Olver. 


Having regard to the long succession of Merchant Shipping Acts which 
have been passed since the year 1854, and especially to the elaborate 
Provisions for the protection of seamen which resulted from the agitation 
tet on foot by Mr. Plimsoll, it is not surprising that there should have 
been a need experienced by shipowners and shipmasters for some short 
aud pasion guide to the various statutes relating to the registration 
‘nd loading of ships. This want has been well supplied by Mr. Pittar. 

work is a thoroughly practical one. The Merchant Shipping Act, 
1854, is printed in full, each chapter being prefaced with an introductory 


made to the subsequent statutes by which the provisions of the principal 
Act have been modified. The notes also contain definitions of several of 
the phrases used in the Act, including a short but valuable disquisition 

on the term “‘ natural-born British subject,” which has been prepared 
with the assistance of Professor Rumsey. ‘The Merchant Act, 
1876, is given in the same manner, with frequent references to the Act of 
1854; and the sections of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1873, which 
regulate the carriage of dangerous goods, are also set out verbatim. The 

chapter on “ Quarantine,” which has been contributed by Mr. W. D. 
Chester, will be useful to commanders of British ships when abroad. 





THE VOLUNTEER FORCES. 


A Manvat or tHe Law Recutatine THE VoLUNTEER Forces, INCLUDING 
THE VoLUNTEER Acts, 1863 anp 1869, AND THE OTHER Acts ReLatine 
TO THE VOLUNTEERS, WITH Forms or CompLaint, SumMoNs, AND OxpER 
IN ALL Procerpines in Counts or SuMMARY JURISDICTION UNDER THE 
Acts. By Watter Apam Burn and Wiuiutam Tuomas Rarmonp, 
Bartisters-at-Law, Captains in Her Majesty’s Volunteer Forces. 
Stevens & Sons. : 


The steady growth of the Volunteer force, and the changes made in its 
constitution by a succession of statutes, seems to render it desirable for 
Volunteers to have a convenient manual setting forth their legal responsi- 
bilities. ‘Phis want has been supplied by the learned and gallant authors 
of this book, who have given the two Volunteer Acts in extenso, with 
copious notes, showing the alterations effected by the subsequent Army 
Acts. The necessary references to the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
and to the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, are concisely given, and 
there is a verbatim repcrt of the case of Tombs v. Magrath (L. R. 5 
Q. B. D. 548), which is, we believe, the only reported decision under 
either of the Volunteer Acts. The Iniroduction traces the changes in 
the law which have been made since the passing of the Act of 1863, and 
the gradual tendency to assimilation between the Volunteers and the 
regular forces. 





DISTRICT REGISTRIES. 


Tue Present Practice 1x District Recisrrigs or THe Common Law 
Division oF THE HicH Courr oF Justicz. By Frank Smexons. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


The first part of Mr. Simmons’s work narrates all the proceedings in 
an action from the writ to the execution. The action described is one 
upon a bill of exchange, and all the necessary pleadings and other docu- 
ments, including even the brief, are given in full. The second part 
gives the practice and the forms necessary to be followed upon special 
proceedings, such as judgment by default, garnishee orders, interroga- 
tories, &c. The book will hardly supply the place of the recognized 
books of practice, but it will be of great service to articled clerks. 





REAL: PROPERTY. 


A Concisz ABRIDGMENT OF THE Law or Reat Propgrry, anp an Inrro- 
puction To Conveyancine, Desienep To Facirrats tae Supsect For 
Stupents Prerartnc ror Examination. By Joszen A. Suearwoop, 
Barrister-at-Law. Ssconp Eprrion. Stevens & Sons. 


We are glad to observe that the present edition of this book has been 
carefully revised, and is free from the small misprints and slips of the 
pen which detracted from the value of the former edition. The work 
contains a great deal of matter in a very small space, and will be useful 
to students, 





EXAMINATION BOOKS. 


An Errrome or THe Carnsat Law. By J. Carrer Hararsoy, Soli- 
citor. Reeves & Turner. 


This book is designed for the assistanceof students preparing for the 
Voluntary Honours (Final) Examination. The law is stated by means of 
questions and snswers, which appear to traverse the whole field of 
criminal law. The definitions of the various offences are correctly and 
concisely given, with the necessary references to the various statutes. 
The course of criminal procedure (as to both indictable and summary 
offences) is satisfactorily dealt with, and the questions and answers upon 
the subject of criminal evidence are specially useful. 





Tue Frvat Examivatton Guros Tro res Law oF Prorare ann Drvorce. 
Contamine a Diesst or Fran Exammvatron Questions, WITH TSR 
Answers, Srconp Eprrton. By Epwarp Heystowe Bsproap, 
Solicitor. Butterworths. 


Mr. Bedford has reproduced (with answers) all the questions which 
have been set upon Probate and Divorce Law and Practice the last 
seven years, The probate practice under the Judicature Acts is 
rated with the older procedure, and since most of the answers 





‘ualysis, with the interposition of frequent notes, in which reference is 


either to “ Qoote on Probate" or to “* Pritchard on Divorce,” stadents 
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may study the law and practice for themselves, without placing too much 

reliance upon the concise answers given by the author. 

Tx Law Sropewr's Ansvat. Edited by Joserx A. Sxeanwoop, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Son. 


Mr. Sheatwood hai, ii the present work, which he designs 4s an annual 
publication, printed all the questions set at the various solicitors’ and bar 
examinations during the year 1881-2, with the answers thereto, with 
references to thé statutes, easés, or text-books where the subjects of the 
Guestions are more fully referred to. This is followed by some general 
observations upon the papers set during the year, and certain rather 
dismal statistics as to the results of each examination, showing the 
numbers of candidates respéctively and “ postponed.” The 
author adds some hints as to the books which should be read and 
as to the best manner of answering questions, There is also a short 
digest of the more interesting decisions pronounced during the legal year, 
and an abstract of the leading statutes of last session. The regulations 
for the ensuing year’s legal examinations are also set forth. We know of 
no other manual which contains the same quantity of information in such 
@ concise form. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE TWO PROFESSIONAL CHARITIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Without going into technicalities I am bold enough to assert 
that an amalgamation of the two societies would be for the benefit of the 
ptofession, and that the applicants who would come through the sub- 
soribers to the Law Astociation would be not one whit the less liberally 
dealt with than they now are. Indeed, I believe the effect of joining the 
two funds and the two boards would be a more liberal treatment of all 
the cases dealt with. 

“X. Y. Z.” is wrong in stating that an amalgamation would not lessen 
the expense ; it would undoubtedly, very materially ; one secretary and 
pos ong at the least would be saved, to say nothing of office expenses, 

> 

There might be for a time, but for a time only, a loss of some of the 
subscriptions which now flow to the Law Association, but not so much 
as « This society gains no new members, the old ones are dying 
out, and presently there will be no income but what is derived from the 
invested capital of the association, and which, of course, will remain the 
same whether the amalgamation takes place or not. Moreover, there are 
many members of the profession who will help to meet any loss. I 
should still continue my subscription of £2 2s., which I now give to the 
Law Association, to the society, and many more would act 
in like manner. 

I have always been desirous of bringing about an amalgamation, and 
many who voted for the resolution of the 7th of January, 1875, would 
now assist in soing fhe two societies. Surely, Sir, it would be better 
that the protbeten should have one representative society, rather than 
two doing a gréat deal of the same work ; and I take it there can be no 
doubt that oné society with its £80,000 to £90,000 capital is a better 
representation of the profession than two with such a capital divided 

two And although with that capital we could not vie with 
charities and associations belonging to the other callings, 
doubt, it would be the foundation of what would in time grow 
an institution which would worthily represent us, which we should 
be of, and which would enable us to extend, as is very much re- 
quired, the sphere of action carried on by now separated charities. Sir, 
it is the old question of the bundle of sticks, the two tied together must 
be stronger than separate, there would be no divided interest, and there 
could be no excuse for any member neglecting to give his support, 

By far, very far, the greater number of the members of the two 
societies are in favour of an amalgamation, and it is only here and there 
that you hear of a distentient voice. 

A Memerek or Born Associations. 





THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


<4 To Noblemen and Large Landowners —‘The Settled Land Act, 
1882,'’—-Bettlements and Wills can still be Drawn (notwithstanding the 
strict provisions of this Act), so a6 to prevent the Tenant for Life from 
pov doe Settled Hetate— For information addross 561, T'he 
Office, 23, St. Bride-street, London, E.0,” 

Sir,—The above is from yesterday's Standard. As you sometimes 
notice such advertisements in the Jovnwat, I think you may like to sce 
+ ne a ge to being cvrions to know how the proposed end is to be 


i Wa. H. Hazann. 
42, Old Broad-street, EC., January 16. 
[See observations under the head “ Current Topics.”—Ep. 8. J.] 


‘@unty courte is not uniform ; in some of them ® defendant's contisel is 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Rieur of Devrenpan?’s CounseL To sum uP EvivEence — Aoriox 
Remirrep to Countr Covrt—Common Law Procepure Act, 1854, s, 18, 
—In a case of Dymock v. Watkin, before the Court of Appeal on the 11th 
inst., @ question arose as to the right of counsel for the defendant to an Fe je 
which had been remitted to a county court for trial, to sum op the “ 
evidence. The action was commenced in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
was afterwards remitted to a county court for trial. At the trial the de 
fendant’s counsel claimed the right to sum up the defendant's evidence, 
The judge held that he had no such right, and refused to allow him to address 
the fene The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff. The defendant applied 
the 





to a divisional court for a rule for a new trial, but the application was re 

by Hawkins and Watkin Williams, It was renewed in 

Court of Appeal, and it was urged that the aetion having 

been brought originally, not in the county court, but in the High 

and only remitted to the county court for trial, the defendant had the ote 
@ 


given by section 18 of the Common Law Procedare Act, 185%, to have 
Gridonoé summed up. Tt appeared that tw-this matter the praatioe 0 


allowed to sum up his evidence, in others he is not. The court (JEsszi, 
M.R., and Linpiwy and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision of the 
Divisional Court, Jxssex, M.R., said that formerly no right to 








sam up the 
evidence existed either in the Court of Chancery or in the superior courts of 
law. e cour Taw Ta respe A 
by seotion 18 of the Common Law Procedure Ac 





0 to )_gourte. not pretended that the r 
now claimed existed in an ordinary county court action. There wass 
great difference of opinion as to whether the alteration of the practiosin 
the common law courts was a beneficial one, but at any rate the provision 
did not apply to county courts, and there was no obligation on the judge 
of a county court to allow the defendant's counsel to sum up the evidence, 
He had 4 discretion in the matter. His lordship thought it made no 
difference that the action had been remitted to the county court for 
trial. Remitting an action to a county court for trial meant that it was 
to be tried according to the ordinary practice of the county cont, 
jast as if it bad been originally brought there. If the practice of the cour 
was not to allow the evidence to be sammed up, there was no reakon W 
the Court of Appeal should interfere. Linpuey, L,J., concirred. Bow! 
L.J, said that the appellant was bound to show that he had been depri 
of some right, or that there had been some miscarriage in the trial. T 
was no right to sum up the evidence either at common law or by 8 
and there was no trace of any miscarriage.—Soticrtors, Bowen May ; T. 
Watkin. 







Company—WINDING UP—DirECTOR—MisP#A8ANOB—EVIDENCE APFECT- 
ing A NuMBER oF ResponpENTs—MutLTiFraRiovsNEss—OFFICIAL L1QvUIDA- 
toR—Propuction or DocuMents—Companigs Act, 1862, s. 156—GENERAL 
Orver or November, 1862, R, 58.—Ia a case of Inre The Mutual Society, 
before thé Court of Appeal on the 11th inst,, a question arose as to the 
of one respondent to an application by the liquidator of a company in liquids 
tion against a number of ex-directors in respect of alleged to 
compel the liquidator to point out what parts of the evidence filed by him it 
support of his application he intends to rely upon as against the 
respondent. And there was a further question as to the right of 
respondent to such an rege to compel the liquidator to make 
affidavit of documents. The official liquidator of the above com 
applied to the court, ander section 165 of the Companies Act, 1862, for 
cate that a nomber of former directors of the company should pay to him 
damages, amounting in the whole to £167,000, in Pe ne of misfeasances 
which he alleged that they had committed in improperly lending fands of the 
company. e liquidator alleged 107 separate acts of misfeasance, and 
filed an affidavit, extending over 1,100 folios, which related to all the charge 
which he bad made, &., one of the respondents, had been a party to 4 


rR SRA OO rae 
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er 


only of the slleged misfeasances (in respect of which es amounti 
only £11,000 were claimed), he having ceased to be a director before 
acts were committed, He applied to the court for an order that the liquidator 
should state which of the paragraphs of the long affidavit he intended to read 
as evidence against E., and that all other paragraphs of that affidavit f 
be struck out as against E., as tending to embarrass and prejudice him oo the 
hearing of the liquidator’s motion; and also for an order that the liquidator 
should make an affidavit of doouments in his possession, and should proda 
the documents admitted to be in his possession, An order had 
previously made in chambers that the liquidator should give the app 
access to all the books and documents of the company in his 

and should give him all reasonable assistance in finding any document 0 
entry specified by him. Ohitty, J., refused the application, and the Coutt 


of Appeal (Jrsset, M.R., and Lawptzy and Bowsy, L.JJ.) affirmed th 
decision, 1t was urged, on the first point, that it would be a great ha 
) e liqa a 
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e the brah ba eos gg to ta ao copy of ia bien vated 1 Neal 
og a at an expense, it was ) , though a j 

ey or esrb on the appellant's ase, The opt Hane sotidites, howevet, 
admitted that a copy of the liquidator’s affidavit been lent to him 
solicitor who was acting for a number of the other ts, On 
second t it ae that the liquidator stood towards the 

the position of » litigant. Juesnr, M.R., said that the first q 

was one of novelty and of consilerable importance. Asa general rale, 


an action was brought against several defendants, each of most. 
out what of the platetift's evidence affected ho, and he bel no 

















call on the vlalatif to tell him this, His lordship did not mean to say 
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court bad no power to guard against cases of o ion or impropriety, | the ection being the defendant took oat a for the 
I oul, iis thooght fit, order e affidavit to be teken off the file, Tn the fences af the letters, » J-, held that the defendant was not 
present case his } was not pr d that there was any hardsbip or | entitled to the inspection as a matter of course, but peachy? age had a 
any ground for the application. present appellant appeared alone. discretion, and he was of opinion that there should be some ground 
was not usual in such cases. In laying down OE rig! rule the court must | way of suggestion given for requiring the plaintiff to show his 
i diminish it, Asa general rule, | the defence was put in, He it was very material, es; B & case 


cho eandal 90% fe Inorasee Hapense is trying to 
jp such a case the bulk of the directors would appear by one solicitor, and 
there would be no hardship in taking a copy of the liquidator’s affidavits. 
When the same solicitor did not appear for all the respondents, a solicitor who 
appeared for one would have no difficulty in obtaining the use of a copy of 
the liquidator’s affidavits through the courtesy of some other solicitor, and 
this bad actually happened in the present case. When the appellant’s solicitor 
saw the affidavit, was he ep becreyed by it? Was there any difficulty in 
-discovering how much of it affected his client ? Not at all. He required no 
further information. If be had found any difficulty, his proper course would 
have been to write to the liquidator, asking him to path gos what parts of 
the affdavit related to his client, not to have taken out asummons. In this 
perticular case the appellant bad no merits, and, the judge having an ample 
discretion, bis lordship thonght that he had exercised his discretion rightly, 
As to the other . point, enormous expense and delay might be caused by 
ordering. the liquidator to make the common affidavit of documents. An 


official Jiqnidator did not stand in the position of an ordinary litigant. He 
war we oticer of the urt, which bad power to remove him, and could 


of the 
ofder hits t6 produce documents in his possession. The ordinary practice in 
shambers was for a hostile litigant, when he wished to see docaments in the 
jon of an official liquidator, to apply to the liquidator to produce 
them, and then the liquidator was bound to let the applicant see all the 
documents on which he intended to rely, and any others which the applicant 
might wish tosee, In the present case no application had been made by 
the appellant to the liquidator. The liquidator bad expressed his readiness 
to show everything, and it would be time to make an order against him 
when he did not perform his duty. Linputy, L.J., said that a liquidator 
. ought not to be compelled to make an affidavit of documents unless some 
special ground was shown for his doing so, A liquidator was an officer of 
the court, and was not to be called on to make an affidavit of documents as 
a watter of course, The other point was new and important. The affidavit 
which the liquidator bad filed in support of bis application related more or 
lef to all the respondente. The appellant wanted to make the liquidator 
tay which of the paragraphs in his long affidavit he intended to rely upon as 
ogainst him, This was @ novel application. Was it right, and on what 
grounds? It was quite possible that an affidavit might be framed so as to 
canse great oppression, and if any sich case arose the court would know 
bow to deal with it. But the present application was not based on oppres- 
sion or embarrasement'; the appellant had already found ont what he wanted 
toknow. The ground put forward was that the appellant would be put to 
great expense; the real object probably was to obtain some kind of 
assurance that the liquidator would raise no other point against him, 
Bowzx, L.J., concurred,—Soxrcrrors, 0. 4: S. Harrison & Co.; Linklater, 
Hackwood, & Co. 





Practice—OrFiciaL ReFEREE—ReEPORT—MOTION FoR JUDGMENT—J UDI- 
‘catunE Aot, 1873, 6s. 56, 67.—In a case of Walker v. Bunkell, before the 
Oourt of Appéal on the 11th ipst., a question arose as to the course to be 
‘adopted after an account ‘had been taken by an official referee. The action 
; an account of dealings and transactions in relation to some building 

lations in which the pldintiff and the defendant had been engaged. 
‘An order was made, under section 57 of the Judicature Aot, 1878, that the 
‘gocount should be taken by an official referee. The referee took the account, 
‘and found that.a balance was due by the plaintiff to the defendant. The 
‘defendant then moved that the report might be adopted, and that the 
plaintiff might be ordered to pay the balance to him. Kay, J., refused the 
| motion, He said that there had been no trial of the action, ard that it 

Bitet be ‘brought on for trial. ‘The Court of Appeal (Jzsszn, M.R., and 

Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.) said that the taking of by the 

wab the trial, and that | tought to have moved for 
was merely wrong in form.—SotidiTons, Chorley, 

, & Chester ; Walker & Mewburn- Walker. 
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’ Practice—Propvction anp Inepzction or Documsnre—Documents 
‘REFERRED To 1N PiEaDINGs—Orp, 81, RR. 14, 17.~In a case of Quilter vy, 
Reatley, before the Court of Appeal om the 17th inst., a question arose upon 
the construction of rules 14 and 17 of order 31. Rule 14 provides that 
“Every party to an action or other ding shall be entitled, at any time 
tefore or at the hearing thereof, by notice in writing, to give notice to any 




















ather party in whose pleadings or affidavits reference is made to any docu- 
ment, to pi se auch document for the inspection of the B inyi t Uy such 
‘potice, or of his solicitor, and to permit or them to take copies thereof ; 


any party not complying with such notice shell not afterwards be at 

to put any such document in evidence on bis behalf in such action 

' , unless he shall satisfy the court that such document relates 

‘aly to his own title, he béing a defendant to the action, or that he had 
ome other sufficient cause for not complying with such notice.” And, b 
male 17, ‘If the party served with notice undet rule 15 omits to gr au 

Rotice of a time for inspection, or objects to give inspection, party 

it may apply to @ judge for an order for rig gi In the t 

tion. wae brought to enforce the liability of the defendant in 

of a joint adventure which had been entered into by the plaintiff 

the defendant, and the defendant, before putting in his defence, gave 

ice to the plaine, under rule 14, for the production for inspection of 

letters which were referred to in the plaintif’s statement of claim, and, 







like the present, that a defendant should pledge himself to some 
before he saw the plaintiff's documents. If there was ai pee 9 
posing that the documents in question did not exist, but been 

y the pleader, probably his lordship ha discretion 
differently. ‘Though he might make the order it 
was not convenient, gs a general rule, 
which did not relate to land but to a joint adventure, unless some reason 
was shown for doing it. In coming to this conclusion 
relied, to a great extent, on a decision of Denman, J., in 2 case of 
v. Whewall (28 W. R. 951, L. RB. 15 Ch. D. 120), and a 
he ought not to dissent from the jadgment of a judge of co-ordinate jari 
tion unless he saw very grave reasons for considering it to be wrong. 
that case a document had not been produced by the plaintiff when required 
by the defendant, and at the trial the objection was made that the i 
could not use it in evidence, , J-, held that the document 
the plaintiff's title only, and that it came within the exception in role 14 Bet 
he added, “ Even if that is not a sufficient reason for proteetion, the current of 
decision is in favour of not allowing a defendant free access to documents, or 
discovery from the plaintiff, until he has putin a defence. 1 hold thisa 
sufficient cause under rule 14.” The Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., 
Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.} reversed the decision of Chitty, J., 
the production of the documents for inspection. Jzsszen, M.R., said that a 
clearer rule than role 14 bad never been drawn. It said that every party to 
an action or other proceeding (which was a very ny tly 
titled at any time to give a notice to any other ‘or the prodection of aay 
documents referred to in that other party’s pleadings or affidavits. A defendaat 
wight give the notice to his co-defendant. There was no ground for the notion 
that theJnotice could not be given by a defendant until after his defence was 
putin. Then role 17 meant that if the production was refused, the party was 
to get an order for it, unless cause was The 
suggestion was that, though the words of the 
sufficient cause for not making the order that the defendant 
his defence. His lordship would rather say that that was a 
for making the order. It was because the defendant wanted to 
defence that he wished to see the documents which the plaintiff 
foundation of his title, It was a sufficient ground for requiring 
documents that they were made a material part of the plaintiff's 
claim. As to the case of Webster v. Whewalt, bis lordsbip had 
conviction that Chitty, J., decided as he did merely out of 
decision of Denman, J. The Master of the Rolls said that 
judge of first instance he did not entertain much respect for the 
of judges of co-ordinate jurisdiction. He thought it his 
for himself, Of course, this observation would not 
judgment of a judge of co-ordinate jurisdiction, or i 
affected the law. The point decided by Denman, J., 
now raised, and he thought there was not a jndge on 
have found a reason for admitting the document which 
man, J. His lordship did not quarrel with the decision i 
thought it would have been wiser to omit 
were made in the judgment. Livoury, LJ:, said that 
distinction between the diseovery to be made by an affidavit 
that which was to be made under rule 14 He had done 
stop unlimited discovery in ordinary common law 
— bad supported his view in Mercier v. 
Q. B. D. 442). But the same principle did not 
documents which were mentioned in the pleadings, 
to enable a to obtain ion of documents 


e 


B 


i 


AG 
Hii 


Fy 
itt 


' 
Hi 
it 


3 
i 


ei 
! 
tE 


s 


j 
i 


i 


il 


: 

z 

gF 
anes 


i 


Hf 
Hl 
phd 


: 

: 

z 

t 

inl 
{ 

4] 


would have allowed the inspection if he had 
Whewall, But regard must be had to the state of things witb 
was there dealing, and no ju 
The court was not now 

bis documents when required 
them. Bowsn, L.J., said that the machinery 
for the production of documents is of two kinds. 
to obtain an affidavit and production of documents by hi 
making any affidavit tracing the 
adversary, as was formerly necessary 
been found productive of Yitticn 

ewer Bo Fp put pe y ene oe 
expense oppression if it was applied indiscriminately, 
judges of the common law division bad held that a 
diseovery io this way, as a matter of course, at any time, and 
was that, until the issues had been defined, it woald 
order production of documents, Bat 
head—viz., under rule 14—which ga 
document referred to in the pleadings 
duction was refused, the party who 
judge, who had full te to decide 

refusing production. good cause was there ia 
the production ? On the con , there was every 
documents. Rule 18 threw the 
roduction, but, if the burden had been the other 
ischa in the prerent case, There was the strongest 
dccuments on which the plaintiff, in his pleading, founded 
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v. Whewall bad been misunderstood, though the decision was right. The judge» 
howeter, deviated into some observations which were not altogether justified. 
—Soxicrrors, Last § Sons; C. ¢ S. Harrison § Co. 


Proor 1x Banxaurrcy— Patent~InreincemEnt—Account OF PROFIT 
—Banxrvprcy or Derenpant—Bankeuprcy Act, 1869, s, 31.—In a case of 
Watson v. Rolliday, before the Court of Appeal on the 16th inst., the ques- 
tion arose whether the amount to be found dae on the taking of an account 
of profits directed against an infringer of s patent could be proved in 
his liquidation, which had commenced after the issue of the writ in the 
action against him for the infringement. Kay, J., held (30 W. R. 747, L. R. 
20 Ch. D. 780, 26 Soricrrors’ Journan, 493) that, though the plaintiff in 
such an action can elect to have either an account of profits or an inquiry as to 
damages resulting from the infringement, yet, if he elects to have an account 
of profits, ke waives the tort and adopts the act of the tortfeasor, treating bim 
as his agent and claiming the profits resulting from his acts. The claim 
was, therefore, not in the nature of one for unliquidated damages, 
and though the amoust hed not been ascertained at the time 
of the commencement of the bankruptcy or liquidation of the 
defendant, it might be msde the subject of proof. This decision was affirmed 
by the Court of Appeal (Jesser, M.R., aod Lrmptey and Bowen, L.JJ.), 
who treated the point as hardly arguable.—Soxicirors, Shum, Crossman, & 
Co, ; Carr, Son, & Thornton. 


Burtpine Socittry—Loans—PowER TO CREATE PREFERENCE SHARES— 
6& 7 Wut. 4,c. 32.—In acase of In re The Guardian Permanent Ben 
Building Society, before the Court of Appeal on the 19th and 20th ult., a 
question arose as to the of a building society, enrolled under the Act 
6&7 Will. 4, c. 32, to issue preference shares. And there was also a question 
as to the right of persons who had lent money to the society 
to prove io its winding up. The society was formed in 1870, and 
was enrolled under the Act. The rules, as originally framed, contained 
(inter alia) the following provisions :—Section 5 provided that members 
might pay up their shares in advance. By section 31, ‘‘ The board for 
the time being shall have power, as circumstances may require, to issue 
deposit or paid-up shares of the value of £30 each, upon a certificate 
bearing interest, after the rate of five per cent. per annum, and such certificate 
shall entitle the depositor (after one month’s notice in writing, to be reckoned 
from a monthly meeting) to withdraw the whole or part of his deposit in 
preference to all other shares.” By section 32, ‘‘ The trustees or directors for 
the time being of the society may, from time to time as occasion may 
require, — and — up neg on “— or sums of money from the 
society's banker, or from any benker, or any otber person or persons ; 
any borrowed money sball be a first charge on the funds and property of the 
company.” By section 36, ‘*‘No money is to be paid to a member until his 
share is realized or withdrawp."’ By section 41, “ Any member may withdraw 
unadvanced shares on giving one clear month’snotice. . . . Withdrawa's 
shall eee in rotation according to the priority of notice. The board 
may limit the number of withdrawals to be paid off in any one month.’’ By 
section 44, ‘* Whenever there is any balance at the bank not wanted for 
advanees or other claims, e board may at any monthly 
meeting cause the members of the soeicty who have not received 
advances either to take an advance as before provided, or to 
withdraw by ballot as many sbares as sball be sufficient to 
exhaust the balance.’ These rules, when printed, were submitted to the 
barrister appointed to certify the rules of building societies. He certified the 
rales, with the exception of the 31st section, which he struck out. Notwith- 
standing this, that section was retained by the society among the rules, and was 
acted upon, the society reeeiving considerable sums of money by the iesue of 
preference shares in accordance with it. The society also borrowed consider- 
able sums of money from merged with whom they pledged as security the title 
deeds of property which been ed to the society. In 1876 the 
society resolved to alter their roles (inter alia) by omitting “ £80" in section 


31, and inserting ‘‘ £1” instead—that is, by making the preference sbares of ss 


the value of £1 instead of £30. The rules as altered were submitted to the 

ister, who, apparently forgetting that he bad previously refused to 
section 31 as it originally stood, certified the alterations in the rales, 
Iuding thet in section 31. After this the who had taken £30 


He 


wind up the society, the persons who had lent money to it claimed, in accord- 
with rule 32, a first charge on the assets. Their claim was resisted, on 
that the borrowing was illegal. And the holders of the erence 

to be out of the sssets in priority to the holders of 
advanced s " be peo ny soc y the liquidator, on 
creation of the preference shares was i , that the 

the creation had never been duly certified, and 

jon amounted really to a borrowing in disguise. 
M.B., and Corrox and Bowen, L.JJ.) said that it was 
imited power to bor:iow was not authorized in the case of 
the borrowing was beyond the society’s powers. But every- 
done bond fide, and all parties had acted under a common 
of law, that the rule was lawful. The lIcans tothe society did not 
a legal or equitable debt, it teing beyond the power of the society to 
debt, and the deeds whi had been ged by the society 

of the money must be given up. Bat, if there was any surplos 
assets of the society after paying the debts due to outside tors and 
bscriptions of the onadvanced members, it could not be said that the 
society ought to retain the surplus. So far as it arose from 
been obtained by the ionocent mistake «f the members io 
which authorized the borrowiog, and on the plainest princi- 
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ples of equity the surplus which arose from the advances must be returned 
the who hud made them. They alone were entitled to claim it. 
ou creditors had nothing to do with the adoption of the mistaken 
and, therefore, they must be first out of the assets—i.c., after the 
of the liquidation. The unadvanced members must come next, for 
a right to be paid out of the assets, and it was impossible to 
mC A ee 
) a, 6 en 


Lee stigt | 


onadvanced mem! must be 
out of any surplus which then : 

On the other point, the court held that the holders of preference shares 
as between themselves and the holders of ordinary unadvanced shares, en 
to prierity. JzeseL, M.R., said he thought the true construction of 
of the Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 32, es to the making of rules and 
the society, was, that it applied only to: rules made after the 
society. But, at any rate, the only limitation was that the rules 
certified, and that they should not] be t to the 
the Act or to the general laws of the realm. 

Legislature recognized the existence of investing 
it had been held that a general unlimited power of borrowing was pong 
any —_ 


ei 


; 


i 


the constitution of such a society, but his ip was not aware of 
sion that there could uot be paid-up or shares or any peculiar 
of shares. He thought tbat the society was liable to refund the money which they 
had obtained by a representation that rule 31 was really an pease bye of the 
society. He could not acquit the barrister of a little carelesaness 
the amended rule without satisfying bimself of the existence of the 

. The effect, however, of the certificate of the altered rule was to make 
the original rule as altered thenceforth an existing rule of 7 society, 


et | original holders of £30 shares, who exchanged them £1 


could not lose their former rights by so doing, and, if -the 
was valid, those who took £1) sbares were entitled to them. Then 
the question was, whether these shares were a mere device for a loan, 
and therefore within the rule against unlimited borrowing. Looking 
the rules, his lordship thought it was not intended to be a disguised borrow. 
ing, for there was an express power to borrow contained in the rales, 
and it was impossible, therefore, to suppose that rule 31 was intended to be 
other than a bond fide rule. Was it then, in fact, apart from the intention, a 
disguised borrowing? The rules did not give the depositor an, absolate 
right to be repaid, he had only a right to withdraw ; he was put behind the 
lenders of money to the society, and he was only. to bh ar in preference to 
the ordinary shareholders, pon { then his right was only to be 
should be money available. This was a totally different 
a lender of money to the society. The preference sharebolders were not 
lenders at all, but they were entitled to withdraw like other shareholders, only 
they were <a toa eeacerry Io Py r they pas in itd at 
position as t inary ers. On the -hand, the society ( 
stand to them in the tion of borrowers, They could not pay them 
off at any time. Was t then anything, either at common lew or in the 
express words of the Act, to make these shares invalid ? His lordship could 
see nothing in either todo so. Was it contrary to the nature and constitu 
tion of such a society ? His lordship could not see anything in resson wh 
should be, Why should not some investing members stipulate 
—— ? Why should op A not stipulate that, if the society 
grief, they should be paid first of the members? The 
into operation only in that event. It did not to 
was anything in such a provision contrary 
on the contrary, it might enable the society 
could get the more it would be able to advance 
There was no reason why the Judicature should 
further the objects of the society, was illegal or 
law. The preference shareholders were, 
priority to the other shareholders. Corron, L.J., 
said that the position of the preference shareholders 
eae & Se respect. It could not 
Smoumene state me) 
9 t W. at w. 
ibe for shares by means of a i 
a 
society, " were persons 
the pa ages pre nk the society could not 
benefit of the money which they bad by means of the cope 
without doing all in their power to make it . The bolders of the prefer 
ence shares were enti be placed, as the , in the same posi- 
tion as if rule $1 bad been dul itchard, Englefield 
4 Co. ; Chester, Mayhew, § Co. ; ; sland. i 
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Orver vor Discovery AND InspecTion—Seevice —Sorictron—ATram 
MENT—OrpD, 31, k. 21.—In a case of Joy v. H , before Fry, J., on the 19% 
inst., a question arose upon rule 21 of order 31, w ich provides that * serviced 
an order for discovery or inspection made any on his solicicor 
the ankir’ is the pansy hanleah ae 2s eoatenlion te 

e . Bat i 6 8 an ; 
made may show, in part hog A application, that he bes had no notice @ 
knowledge of the order.” The action was t to 
formance of a contract by the defendant to 
sare dalee fe rte eres 

p & pro 
deliver to the plaintiff, on oath if required, and 
defendant's possession or Fig relating to the wore. 
was made in chambers the defendant 
eervice of the order, produce to wp) ogemeno, at the 
soliciters, *‘ the abstract, and at same tire produce, 
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as 


inspection all deeds and writings in his jon or power” relating tothe | W111—Bzevest to Cuartrr—Amsicuity.—In the case of In re Apphton’s 
. This order was served on the defendant’s solicitors, and it was not | Trusts, before Chitty, J., on the 16th inst, an application was made by 
obeyed within the time fixed by it. The plaintiff then moved that he might | the Treasurer of the United Law Clerks’ Society for payment to him of a legacy 
beat liberty to issue a writ of attachmenc against the defendant for his con- | of some £1,100 consols, bequeathed by the will of the Mr, John Appleton, 
tempt in disobeying the order, Notice of this motion was served on the | to the ‘‘Solicitors’ Clerks’ Institation.” ‘The testator, who was a practising 
defendant's solicitors, but he did not appear on the hearing. The question | solicitor, made his will in October, 1878, and died in January, 1882, aad it 
was raised whether rule 21 of order 31 applied to such a case, 80 as to make | was stated that there was no society with the name mentioned by the testator, 
service of the order which had been disobeyed on the solicitors sufficient. | and that the only benevolent society in London having amongst its objects 
Far, J., held that the service was sufficient, and gave leave to issue the | the benefiting of solicitors’ clerks was the United Law Clerks’ Sosiety 
attachment.—Soxicirors, Sidney St. J. Steadman § Co. Cutty, J., directed payment of the legacy to the United Law Clerks’ Society 
upon production of an affidavit showing that there was in the 
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country no 
ion 1 : society similar to the London society. —SoLIcrrors, Trior, Bigg, Church, § 
ns of Lecacy—Riont or Lecatee To pischamm Parr or Girr—Contincent | 4448 ; Johnson § Weatherall ; Solicitor to the Treasury. . 
ue Leoacy—Ricat To oary parton ee ge oF gong age a P 
ease of Guthrie v. Walrond, before Fry, J., on the 16th inst., the question} g.,.59p L aa Bo: ons Monvcsen 
ry arose whether, when part of the property comprised in a gift by will is of an See ay ping ns (7. & 38 to ©. 57), 8. 8.— 
it the onerous nature, the legates is entitled to disclaim the onerous part, and to | 1, 9 case of Fearnside v. Fiint, before Fry, J., onthe 16th imst., a question 
® Act the rest of the gift. A testator gave to one of his sons ‘all my ee ee Be aw Lisitedl 
to off in the Island of Mauriti b if he shall attain arose as to the operation of section 8 of the Real Property Limitations Act, 
estate and effects in the Is of Mauritius absolutely if he ,attain | 1874, on the right to sue upon a collateral bond given to secure « mortgage 
twenty-five, or die under that age leaving male issue living at his death,” with | a4’ The mortgage was executed in 1834, and s collateral bond to secure 
r kind 8 gift over in case he should die without leaving such issue. The testator’s | 41, mortgage debt was given the same day. No interest had been paid on the 
h they property in the Mauritius consisted, in part, of an onerous lease, and the | dob¢ since 1847 pa acknowled, cone had been given of it since 
of the mestion was whether the son was entitled to disclaim the lease, and to take | no.omber 1862. An application gg to prove in respect of the 
Erin of the property comprised in the gift. Fry, J., held that the son | },.4 ninet the pag of the: Quemecl portato ~en tate 
must either take the whole of the property comprised in the gift, or reject the | ;, Ocreber 1088. It wes sdeaiited. thet. more then tout 
) make whole. His lordship said it was plain that, primd facie, when two distinct having elapsed OR J é 
nary se egal ree cr given «ill in same panon he {sete | rmody, guna tho mortgaged popuhy was brvd by the 
? : : P ur, t, twenty years not having expired since the last ac 
p ad Ree omy é he — bg 0 = poason ord calle Boge ap ee ment, the right to sue on the bond was not barred. Far, J., held that the 
loan, gift, that was” ie an 1 Of the testator’s Tatentiod that the = = or i. the bond was _berred a right BF ey 
ng WE Sgn sv ae l'on hough, of soe, the cou gt ble to | Siy' ie gt tyne of aly tuar'y: Seuss (er 105) 
Tela 6 ae oer "Bi ee tre ee fact Ny Ane and that there was no distinction in this respect between a collateral bond | 
i to be only one A poobe indication ‘of = isiestien that ‘the 1 tee must take | & °°" te: cesure 6 maxtgnas Gate. cut tie setaery: Sepa’, Oe eee - 
tion, & te y 4 that ‘eonatec! tih’ secciel to hin tebe one of good | tte,debt vontained in the mortgage deed.—Soxterrons, 7. W. Wynne ¢ Son ; | 
beolate ttise, his lordship was fortified by the case of Gon v Brittan (42 L J Ch me ¢ Oo: ay 
nd the = ; . J. Ch, ; 
mce to Another question was how the income of the Mauritias property was to be 
m there disposed vation the happening of the coatingnoet, the son sn having yet 
hing | stained twenty-five Fay, Pi held that ill the heppeniog of the contin. SOCIETIES. 
e income was undisposed of, and fell into the residue of the testator’s 
rs, only pond His lordship said that when a specific legacy is given on the happen- : - 
n6 same of a contingency, the income, and any accretions to the property before SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
i : char ency <— fall ~~ gine of re ee ~—. S bg The usual monthly meeting of _ board = — of begs tay 
next as the case may be. But, when the gift is vested immedi- | was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
r in the ately, but the enjoyment of it s postponed, then all accretions to the property | January 10, Mr. H. T. Sankey (Canterbury) in the chair, the other 
p could go to the specific legatee,—Soricrrors, Frere $¢ Co. directors present being Messrs. Asker (Norwich), Brook, rt 4 M.P., 
— Hedger, Kays, Keen, Pennington, Rickman, Roscoe, Rose, », Styan, 
Bey evi Veley (Chelmsford), and Woolbert (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £85 was 
J a PracriceCosts—WInvING-up Petition—Oren Brizrs.—In the case | distributed in grants of relief to families of necessitous solicitors ; two new 
pr of In ® The page § Se agp Gold Aine cmeen (Limited), hetero members were admitted to the association, and other business transacted. 
Chitty, J., on the inst., a petition pressn ‘or the winding up C) 
at te compan was by arrangement withdrawn, The company having gone into 
bees oat 4 voluntery a a waorep Be mows ge es rsa png : 
to 6 costs the petition, counsel appearing for share- ’ 
— aiden asked for his costs, Curry, J., having asked the counsel whether he LAW STUDENTS J OURNAL,. 
y of the appeared to support or oppose the petition, and what were his instructions as Gays 
wet forth on his , and counsel being unable to answer the one question, and INNS OF COURT. 
paid ia g 
m, Ld the brief containing no instructions on the point, it was stated by his lordship DecemBer ExaMINaTION, 1882, 
tt of the that he could not give Sy to « counsel holding an “open brief.”—Sottct- | Oy the Subjects of the Lectures of the Professors of the Inns of Court, 
here wis tons, 4. W, Kerly ; Beall § Co. held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, December 19 and 20, 1882. 
, equally The Council of Legal Eiucation have awarded the following prizes to the 
ons wert undermentioned students :— 
e society Practice—Discovery—PaTent ActioON—PatTent Law AMENDMENT Act,| Roman Law, Jurispradence, and Private International Law.— agh 
, wasee Gee 16 pba» c. 88), ‘ + Nee Phage of aan v. a — per sig of ona 2 sone Fen eee, Sen aod Bhaparj Sone veahl 
who wert on 12th inst., the defendant in an action for infringement of | inn, £25; Henry Lynn, of the Inner Temp’ ; j 
take the letters patent having delivered with bis statement of defence particulars of | Sanjana, of the Inner Temple, £10. , 
sentation objections, including a statement that the plaintiff’s alleged invention had been | Common Law.—William Hepworth Mercer, of the Inner Temple, £50 ; 
1 prefet> used prior to the date of the letters patent at certain named places, the plain- | Gilbert Rowland Alston, of the Inner Temple, £25; Robert Frederick 
sme posi tiff applicd for leave to administer interrogatories asking for the names and | Cslam, of the Middle Temple, £15; and Thomas Mott Whitehouse, of the 
OO Mette ae tae ecenes Teans conisosed bp thn eotetones Gna | tect od Beteonsd Property Lawe.—Lerennss Hingh Jesh of Kasil 
n the % was subm y the defen a eal and Personal Property Law.— ° 
aban had no jurisdiction in a patent action to order an answer to interroga- | inn, £25 ; and James Shapland Sargeaunt, of the [nner Temple, £10. 
’ tories directed to matters specified in the particulars of objection, and that the | Eqaity.—Thomas Frederick Hobson, of the Ianer Temple, £50 ; and John 
Arracl should be for furtber particulars, Cuitry, J., seid that the | Morris Stone, of Lincoln’s-inn, £10, 
the 19 Law Amendment Act, 1852, which applied to a common law action, | The council have also awarded to the stuients who obtained the greatest 
‘ervicwdl was d at a time when there was no power at common law to interrogate | aggregate number of marks in the subjects of the lectures given by two of the 
‘vor shall that power having been conferred by the CommonLaw Procedure Act, | professors—viz., in 
sdiencel That Act and the Judicature Act did not except patent actions from aity, and Real and Personal Property Law.—Jobn Lenton Palling, of 
hment is provisions as to bey mp 4 He was, therefore, of opinion that in a proper case | Gray’s-inn, £70 ; and William Andrew George Woods, of the Middle Temple, 
notice at there was a right for either party to deliver interrogatories. He was also of | £30. 
‘cifie _— that, in accordance with the practice adopted by the present Master of oe 
es to gg eh ee ae « > be Deas, 3 yo ae COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
Was entitled to interrogate as to the names and addresses of the usin Hinary Examination, 1883, 
aiff, the inventions, notwithstanding that the 41st section of the Patent lee Genera Examination of Stopents of the Inws of Court, held at Lincoln’s- 
in 
a onde Amendment Act, 1862, mentioned only the places at which and the manner in | inn Hall, on the 2lst, 22nd, 27th, 28th, and 29th of December, 1882, and 
is Which the inventions had been used.—Soticrrors, C. W. Dommett, for A.| the Ist of January, 1883. 
ay Macdonald Blair, Manchester ; Shaw § Tremellen, for Needham, Parkinson, | The Ovuncil of Legal Education have awarded to Heary Lynn, of the Ioner 
oath, & Slack, Manchester, Temple, and Thomas Henry Richmond, of Gray’s-ian, studeatehips in juris 
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prudence and Roman law of one hundred guineas to continue for a period of 
two years ; and to Frederick Ritter, of the Middle Temple, and James Robert 
Vernam Marchant, of Gray’s-inn, studentships in jurisprudence and Roman 
law of one hundred guineas, for one year. 

The council have also awarded to the following students certificates that 
they have satisfactorily passed a public exemination:—William Francis 
Beddoes, Ernest ‘Maris Doser, Charles Herbert Brown, John James Button, 
William Moore Cann, George Carrington, Charles Pitcher Clarke, Jobn 
Williams Cunliffe, Alexander Jones David, Thomas Wentworth Grant, Hugh 
Hal), Ricbard Hendersop, Albert Bassett Hopkins, Maurice Jaques, Bertram 
Henry La'ter, Walter Lawrence, William Charles Mactaggart, Edgar Robert 
Moline, Harry Courthope Monroe, Robert Parr, Frederick William Payne, 
John Farrell Lavington Payne, Jobn Fonthill Rubie, Thomas Shindler, 
Ernest Manley Smith, George Arnold Tomkinson, Henry Bernard Isaac 
Vele, atd Horace White, of the Inner Temple; William Ebenezer 
Anthonyson, William Archer, Charles Croker Barton, Henry Boud, Her- 
hert Morris Bower, James Alexander Beresford Barwick Bruce, Griffith 
Henry Evens, William Ford, William Woodmen Graham, Alfred George 
Hipwel], Edward Thomas Holloway, Thomas Brown Kirkham, Wilfrid Hale 
Lewin, David Norman McNaughton, Henry John Manning, Arthur O’Connor, 
Edward Lavington Oxenham, Algernon Haskett Smith, Gerald Osmond 
Vaughan, Bernhard Ringrose Wise, and James Stuart Yates, of the Middle 
Temple ; and Edgar Percy Hewitt, Christopher Hird Morgan, Arthur Henry 
Warden, and Herbert Ross Webbe, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esqs. 

The following students passed a satisfactory examination in Roman law :— 
Gilbert Rowland Alston, Henty Atkins Newell Atkins, Robert Barber, 
Edmund Barkwortb, William Murgatroyd Barwick, William Aubrey Beevor, 
Ruesell Hugh Worthington Biggs, Henry Matthew Blakiston, Charles Scott 
Chad, Gilbert Robert Henry Collis, Reginald Digby Curtler, Richard Marcus 
Gordon Dill, Thomas Reginald Colquhoun Dill, Jobn Drinkwater-Lawe, 
Francis Theodore Taylor Duka, William Henry Carter Danhill, Henry Louis 
Langley Feltham, Edward Snow Fordham, Hugh Fraser, Charles Alexander 
Spence Garland, Edward Marshall Hall, Herbert Heape, George Richardson 
Jackson, Walter Guy Coffin Kirkwood, Joseph Emile Patrick McMaster, 
George Edward Moke, Henry Leigh Ormsby, George Talback Petherick, 
Leveson John Randolph, Basil Scott, George Shedden, Walter Loudoun 
Spofforth, James Kenneth Stephen, Thomas Allen Stokes, Edgar Storey, 
Charles Howard Tripp, Leonard Owen Howard Tripp, Charles George Napier 
Trollope, Robert Bell Turton, Arthur James Walter, Alfred Clarke Williams, 
and George Watkins Yardley, of the Inner Temple ; Charles Alison, Thomas 
Dacres Butler, William Edward Cleaver, Richard Clement Davis, Thomas 
Donovan, Thomas Duncan, Theodore John Fisher, Thomas Gardiner Horridge, 
Otho Hollané Lloyd, John Loader, Campbell Keir Mackintosh, John Henry 
Madeley, Rokaichiro Masvjima, Philip May, Henry Merrick, William Edward 
Oswell, Edward Abbott Parry, Kenrick Peck, John Wynford Philipps, Pliny 
Henry Pisani, William Connell Prance, John Edward Ringwood, Rupert 
Theodore Walton Sercombe, Francis James Stopford, and Keppel Arthur 
Turnour, of the Middle Temple; Charles William Lloyd Bulpett, Edmund 
Clement Atherton Byrom, Frederick Everard Colt, Henry St. Jobn Dawson, 
George Gordon Dickson, Henry William Disney, Charles Robert Leslie 
Fletcher, William Shallcross Goddard, James Samuel Green, William Henry 
Horsley, John Herbert James, Eden Northmore Jones, Arthur Herbert Leahy, 
Frank Edward Lemon, John Birkbeck Lubbock, Herbert Morse, Constantine 
Demetrius Panioty, Alfred Pattullo, James Scarlett, Arthur Lionel Scott, 
Edward Deedes Newnbam Smitb, Arthur Goldsmith Sparrow, Alfred Ernest 
Steinthal, and Arthur William Young, of Lincoln’s-inn ; ard Charles Ross 
egy Valentine Dennis Archer, and Wiliam Tindal Robertson, of Gray’s- 
inn, Ksqs. 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION, 

The annual meeting of this association was held on Monday evening, the 
15th inst., in the Law Library, Union-court, Mr. Enoch Harvey (president 
for 1882) in the chair. Mr, H. W. Colline (president of the Liverpool 
Incorporated Law Society) was unanimously elected president for the 
ensuing year. The newly-elected president then delivered a short address 
to the members expressing the pleasure it gave him to accept the office of 
president, and thus testify to the interest and sympathy with which the Law 
Society of Liverpool regarded this association, He urged upon all articled 
clerks not to postpone their reading until the eve of their examinations. 
Mr. Collins went on to say that, to his mind, an adequate knowledge of the 
principles of the law was as difficult of attainment as ever. In the course 
of his remarka he impressed upon the members the urgent necessity of 
arriving at @ high professional standard, and of dealing with professional 

brethren in all cases fairly, honestly, and chivalronsly, and he trasted that 

in that way litigation would be avoided instead of being fostered. Mr. 

Colline, in referring to the high position of the legal profession in this 

country, alluded to the important offices which were held by solicitors in 

this city. In conclusion, he said that it depended on the law students to 
preserve the prestige of the profersion by upholding its high and honourable 

character, and he could not close his remarks better than by using a 

quotation from Roger Bacon, ‘‘I hold every man a debtor to his profession 

from the which as men, of course, do seek to receive countenance and profit, 
so ought they of duty to endeavour themselves byway of amends to be a help 
and ornament thereto.” The president pats 29 moving the adoption 
of the annual report, which was seconded by Mr. Broadbridge solicitor, 
and supported by Mr. W. J. Stewatt, batrister. Mr. W. F. Taylor, 
barrister, moved, and Mr. 8. O. Rathbone seconded, the following readlu- 
tion, which was earried unanimously :—‘‘ That the discussion of legal and 
jurieprucential questions by law students is of great advantage to them, and 
' that law stadente’ societies, as affording opportunities for such discussion: 


sion.” The formal business was then proceeded witb, Mr. J. C. Bromfield 
being re-elected hon. secrétary,and Mr. O. B. Wilson, jun., hon. tréasnrer, 
A vote of thanks to the old officers was moved by Mr. G. Hime, solicitor, 
and seconded by Mr. W. J. Sparrow, barrister, and was replied to by Mr, 
Harvey. A cordial vote of thanks to the chairman brought the proceedings 
to aclosé. There were about sixty members present. 








THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY 
ACT. : 


Mr. W. T. S. Dante, Q.C., the jadge of the Bradford County Court, on 
the 9th inst., made some remarks on the Married Women’s Panel Act, 
Having looked carefully through the Act, and seeing at once that it would be of 
beneficial importance to a certain important class of society, it also struck him 
that it would create difficulties with reference to the interests of créditors in the 
humbler grades of society. It pointed to this, as a necessary result, that no 
credit could now be given to any married woman by a retail dealer without 
risking the debt and the credit which he gave. He should like to give an 
illastration of what he meant. A lady with whom he had had somewhat to 
do was desirous of sending a Christmas present to some young people ata 
distance, She went to a shop which he would not name. It was, however, 
a model shop, and he wished every shop in Bradford was a model shop. She 
wentand ordered the things from the ey ae and asked him to send them 
by railway. Like a careful wife she said, ‘‘If they are sent off so as to arrive 
by Christmas, as soon as I hear of their safe arrival I will come and pay you,” 
The shopkeeper replied, ‘‘ We do not give any credit, ma'am; but I shall 
be Pim vise if they are paid for to send these things off to the rail 
company, or they will call for them, and I have no doubt they will arrive 
due time.” The lady paid unwillingly, and when ‘she got home she com. 
lained that it was a new mode of doing business. The learned jadge sai bo 
er, ‘* That is exactly what I should like every yo! ord in Bradford to do. 
The goods sre at your risk from the time they leave the shop.” She 
“T never knew such a law.” The things, however, got safely to 
destination, and the lady was go satisfied with the civility of 
shopkeeper that she went and ordered some more articles and willis 
paid for them. That was what must be done by shopkeepers who co 
not tell whetber the ladies who called were married women or not. If 
woman was there buying Christmas presents, if was certain h 
legally, she had no anthority. But supposing they were necessaries 
There was 8 clause in the Act which was to the effect that ‘“ Every 
contract entered into by a married women shall be deemed & 
contract entered into by her on her separate property, unless the 
contrary be shown.” Difficulties -would arise, on the construction 
that clause, as to how far a wife could be considered, under the @: 
law—how far the circumstances could be considered such as to justify the 
inference that she was acting as the agent of the husband. Tradesmen 
must be very careful indeed as to how they gave credit to any lady. 
By the Act, every married woman became the mistress of her o 
property. The husband could take nothing from his wins marriage ai 
that law came into operation. With its social effects he had nothing to do; 
bat, in regard to its legal effects, it was desirable that the shopkeepers of 
Bradford, so many of whom resorted to that court for the preremed reoover- 
ing debts, should know that the power of that court in that on woald 
be very much diminished. Pradence required that they should deal for 
cash, and cash only. He was quite aware that there was 8 class to whom 
credit was absolutely. necessary. Wages were not paid in advance, a 
what was the working-man to do who had nothing bat his wages to 1 
on for the support of his family from one Monday morning to the folic 
Monday ? He could not receive his wages until the Saturday night, 
and how could he get the necessary support for his wife and children 
during the week, except upon credit given to him by the bap! get ol 
saw that cases of difficulty would occur. If all men were honest and prado 
there would be no difficulty ; but, unfortunately, mén were not prudent, ant 
certainly all men were not honest. He pointed these difficulties out for 
urpose of introducing, as faras he possibly conld, a system of s 
for cash and not on credit. There was another difficulty to 
There had now been introduced into the | 
a state of things with to property which never existed 
There was now one household with 


t ! 

two distinct owners of pre 

in that household, and no means kiown to the law for 
which was the peed of the one or of the other. Husband atid 


now were hot tenants in common, hot joint tenants; they were 
separate owners of one household, and when the officer of the law, w: 
it was the high bailiff or the sheriff, went into the house, it Wil 
impossible for iim to know, except from what was told 

what was the husband’s or what was the wife’s property. 
was possible, and he was afraid more than possible, that offic 
would find themselves in this position when they went to levy an exeot 
tion, and that the husband or the wife, as the case might be, would sy 
“That is mine.” Litigation must arise. High briliffe were sometini 
placéd in & difficulty when claims were made and it could not be found of 
exactly who was claiming. A sale was effected, and the claimant cam 
forward afterwarde, In the cise of 8 wife coming forward they 

know who the claimant was, and it would lead to an interpleader. Ba 
supposing the wife failed to establish her olaim, she would have to the 
costs, and where would those costs come from? Difficulties of that sor 
would arise, and could only be prevented by those who sold goods b 














he would allude. 











are wortby of the hearty support and encouragement of the whole profes- 


careful not to part with them before they got the money. I+ would com 
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siderably affect travelling drapers in regard to the Wives, with whom they 
principally dealt. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM WEALANDS ROBSON. 


Mr. William Wealands Robson, solicitor, of Sunderland and Gateshead, 
was accidentally drowned, by falling into the River Wear, on the 30th ult. 
Mr, Robson was the son of Mr, William Wealands Robson, of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, and a cousin of Mr. Hugh Shield, Q.C., M.P. Mr. Robson was 
admitted a solicitor in 1857, having served his articles with Mr. Joseph John 
King, of Susderland, and he had for over twenty-five years carried on an exten- 
sive business in the district. He was clerk to the Monkwearmouth Borial 
Board, and to the Gateshead and South Shields Burial Board. He had also a 
large practice in the various county courts in the district, and at petty 
sessions. He was an able and successful advocate, and bad a high reputation 
asacriminal lawyer. He was a man of varied accomplishments, devoting 
most of his leisure time to botanical studies and antiquarian investigations, 
Mr. Robson was buried on the 3rd inst. 


MR. THOMAS MORGAN GEPP. 


Mr. Thomas Morgan Gepp, Solicitor, of Chelmsford, died on the 7th 
inst., at the age of seventy-six, from inflammation of the lungs. Mr. Gepp was 
the son of Mr. Thomas Froat Gepp, solicitor, of Chelmsford, and was born in 
1806. He was éducated at the Charterhouse, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1830, having served his articles with the late Mr. Storey, of St. Albans, He 
had practised for over fifty years at Chelmsford, having been formerly in 
partnership with his father, then with Mr. Frederick Thomas Veley, and 
subsequently with his sons, Messrs, Walter Payne Gepp and Charles Bramston 
Osborn Gepp. He kad an extensive practice in and around Chelmsford, and many 
of the leading gentry of the county were among his clients. He was a perpetual 
oommissioner for Essex, and held many important appointments in the pecrssk 
For many years past he had acted as under-sheriff. He was successively 
under-treasurer and treasurer for the Western Division, and upon the death 
of Mr. od + og Blood, of Witham, about five years ago, he became treasurer 
for the whole county. Mr. Gepp was also for many years registrar of the 
Chelmsford County Court (Circuit No. 38); clerk to the Commissioners of 
Taxes, and to the Fobbing, Dengie, and Foulnees Commissioners of Sewers, 
clerk to the visiting justices of the Essex Lunatic Asylum, registrar of the 
Archdeaconry of St. Albans, and registrar (jointly with Mr. W. P. Gepp) of 
the Archdeaconry of Essex. Mr. Gepp was one of the earliest i of 
the Volunteer movement. He was formerly quartermaster in the Chelmsford 
Rifles, and honorary secre to the Essex Rifle Association. Mr, Gepp was 
a governor of the Chelmsford Grammar School, and chairman of the Chelms- 
ford Gas Light and Coke Company. His firm were solicitors to the Reliance 
Mutual Life Assurance Society. He was for many years churchwarden of 
Chelmsford C.urch, and he was a member of the St. Albans Diocesan Con- 
ference. He was marri-d to the daughter of Mr. James Fost, of Barbadoes, 
and he leaves five sons and two daughters. 





MR, CHARLES WILLIAM LAWRENCE, 


Mr. Charles William Lawrence, solicitor (of the firm of Lawrence & 
ps garth), died at his residence, Chesterton House, Cirencester, on the 6th 

a4 Mr. Lawrence was the son of Mr. Charles Lawrence, of Cirencester, 
tnd was born in 1822. He was educated at Winchester, and was formerly 
fellow of New College, Oxford, where he graduated B.A. in 1844, and M.A. 
in 1847, He was admitted a solicitor in 1846, and had practised for over 
thirty years at Cirencester, having been for some time associated in partoer- 
ship with Mr. Edward Brownlow Haygarth. He was a perpetoal com- 
missioner for Gloucestershire, and had an extensive private practice in the 
district. Mr, Lawrence had been for maby years chapter clerk and solicitor 
to Christ Church, Oxford. 


MR, FREDERICK JOSEPH MORRELL, 


Mr. derick Joseph Morrell, rolicitor, of Oxford, died on the 13th inst, 
‘after a thors illne-s, Mr. Morrell was the sonof Mr. Baker Morrell, solici- 
tor, and was born ia 1811. Hoe was admitted solicitor in 1832, and had 
practised for fifty years @t Oxford. He was formerly associated in partnership 
with his father, bat more recently with his son, Mr. Frederick Parker Morrell, 
who is one of the coroners for the university and registrar of the Chancellor’s 
Court. -On his father’s death, Mr: F. J; Morrell was appointed solicitor to 
‘the University. of Oxford, and held that office till his death, He was 

solicitor to St. John’s College, and he was a director of the Solicitors’ 
evolent Association. Mr, Morrell’s death has beso much regretted in the 


MR. JOSEPH LOVEGROVE. 


| Mr. Joseph Lotte solicitor, formerly of Gloucester, died at Algiers on 
the 8th inst, Mr. vegrove was born in 1822. He was admitted a solicitor 
_ oy year 1845, having been articled to bis elder brother, Mr. John 

ve, of Gloucester, with whom he was for some time in. partnership. 
Ata later period he was associated with Mr. Joho Bryan. He had for many 


years a large practice at Gloucester, and held several appointments. He was 
elected coroner for the city in 1846, and held that office till 1881. In1852 
he was a candidate for the office of coroner for the Eastern Division of 
Gloucestershire. Although defeated at the poll, he succeeded (after a long litiga- 
tion) in setting aside the election, and was afterwards returned without opposi- 
tion, and held the office till 1872. He was also clerk to the city magistrates 
from 1860 till 1880. Mr. Lovegrove was for many years one of the trastees of 
the Gloucester Charities; and he ‘was lord of the manor of 
Bishops Cleeve, About three years ago his health broke down, and he was 
compelled to relinquish his practice. He had since resided abroad. Mr. 
Lawrence was married, first, to the daughter of the Rey. Dr. D rector 
of Willoughby, Lincolushire ; ‘and, secondly, to the daughter of Mr. William 
Taylor, barrister, but he leaves no family. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Grorce Jarvis Morcurt, solicitor, of Ipswich, has been appointed 
Depaty-Clerk of the Peace for that borough. Mr. Notontt is the son of 
Mr. Stephen Abboté Notcatt, clerk of the peace for Ipswich; and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1877. 

Mr. Cuartzs Georce WALpPote, barrister, who has been appointed a 
District Judge for the Island of Cypras, was educated at Trinity Col- 
lege, Canibridge, where he graduated in the third class of the classical 
tripos in 1871. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1873, and he has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the 
Surrey Sessions. 

lors CouzRinGe has been elected an Honorary Fellow of Exeter College,.: 
Oxford. 

Mr. Joun Dunytnc PrickMAn, solicitor, of Exeter and Okehampton, has 
been appointed Deputy-Recorder for the Borough of Okehampton. Mr. 
Prickman was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 

Mr. James Bosson, solicitor (of the firm of Baneraft & Bosson), has been 
appointed Registrar of the Barostaple County Court (Cirouit No. 57), to act 
jointly with his senior partner, Mr. Lionel Thomas Benoraft, who is also 
town clerk of Barnstaple, Mr, Bosson was admitted a solicitor in 1881. 

Mr. Wit1iamM WEATHERHEAD, solicitor, of Becwick-upon-T weed, has been 
elected Coroner for that borough, in succession to his father, the late Mr, 
pages Bontein Weatherhead. Mr. W. Weatherhead was admitted a solicitor 
in 1867. 

Mr, Witt1aM Reirs, barrister, who has been appointed a District Jadge 
for the Island of Cyprus, is a fellow of Emmanuel College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as wrangler in 1871. He was called to the bur at the 
Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1875, and has practised on the North- 
ae Circnit, and at the Middlesex, West Riding, Leeds, and Sheffield 

essions. 

Mr. Henry ALEXANDER GiFrarp, Q.C., has been appointed by the 
Council of Legal Education Examiner in Equity for the year ending 
January 10, 1884, in the place of W. W. Karslake, Esq., Q.C., resigned. 

Mr. THomas WILLIAM SnaGGb, barrister, hag been appointed by the Home 
Secretary to be a Commissioner under the Municipal Corporations Act. 
1882, for the purpose of dividing the borough of Warwick into wards, ané 
apportioning the councillors among them. Mr. Snagge was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1864, and he practises on 
the South-Eastern Circuit. 

Mr, Gzorczs Howarp Darwin, barrister, has been elected Plamian Pro- 
fessor of Astronomy and Experimental Philosophy in the University of 
Cambridge. Mr. Darwin is the son of the late Mr. Charles Darwin, and 
was born in 1846, He was formerly fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as second wrangler and second Smith’s Prizeman in 
1668, and Ke was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1872. 

Mr. Brtce LockHart Burnsipg, Queen’s Advocate for Ceylon, whd has 
been appointed Chief Justice of that island, in succession to Sir Richard 
Cayley, resigned, was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-ion in Waster Term, 
1866, 


ene 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 

Jous EveRatL and Ocravius THomas Turner, solicitors, Nottingham 
(Everall & Turner). Jan. 10. 

Grorce Fisher Pripsaux and Mytes Arte, Cxark, solicitors, Bristol 
(Prideaux & Clark). Dec. 31. The business will be carried on by the said 
Myles Ariel Clark, in conjanction with Henry Gribble, Samuel Salter Gould- 
smith, and Henry Ernest Gribble, under the style or firm of H Gribble, 
Clark, & Co., at 14, Small-street, Bristol. [ Gazette, Jan. 12.] 

Samozt Brown and Jomn Auuen Starter, solicitors, Rothérham (Potte, 
Brown, & Slater). June 20. (Gazette, Jan. 16.] 








On Saturday, before proceeding to business, Mr. Justice Watkin Williams 
said there seemed to be some report as to his having complained of bis court. 
He had himself made. no complaint whatever, and he considered the change 
which had been made much for the better. Of course there must bs defects 
in a building of such magnitude; buat he believei that there was no incon- 
venience or defect that would not, with a little patiencé, admit of pasa 
On the other hand, Mr. Jastice Lopes agaifi spoke as to the diffi 
hearing counsel in consequence of the great distance there was between 
bench and the bar, 
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Kxow.gs, ag So. Feb 8. Theos and Th Ni ham 
Mawseut, Mary Ayn, Wilts. Feb 13. and Co, 
COMPANIES. McBzray, Fame Marrupa, Newton Abbot, Devon. rl. Francis and Co, Newton 
rrr, Morixiy wasem, Byte, Chome, Retired Tailor. Jan 31. Brownson, Hyde 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. —, "Her Aurea, Gransdev, Cambridge, Clerk in Holy Orders. Feb 14, 
Srocx ComPantss, axnort, MARTA, Damerel, Devon. Jan $1. Parrott, Aylesbury 
Jour ammo _Tuxormiss JosErx, Emborcagh, Somerset, Merchant, Feb 16, 
Lrurrap i CHANCERY. 
AGRICULTURAL AND Ewcrvereine Compary, Loarep.—Chitty, J., has, by en Poots, leone Ruscomsz, Brevet Major Royal Artillery. Feb 16. Poole, South 
Grder dated Nev 35, appointed Woodley Smith, 26, Budge row, Cannon st, to be 
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Betta, § agents for J olliffe, Newcastle upon Tyne, solicitor for 


on or before 
of their debts or 


a 
4 


Yr 
g 
~ 
i 
& 


Hil 
us 
at 

i 


ge 


Jewry 
(Gazette, Jan. 12.] 


Prise Marxet axp Natiowat Fisuzzy Company, Liuitrep.—Petition for wind- 
presented Jan 13, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 27. Lumley 


TH 


Srixsrowz asp Harton Moor Coat Compary ¥ i required, on or 
Latese Bub 16, to send their names andad and the of their debts 
oan & James Woodhead and Co, Allerton Bywater near Castleford, 


Thursday, Feb 22, ie U coualenss te beaing ont adjudicating upon 


the debts and 
Srawise Tor Mrsise Comrary, Liurrzp.—Petition for re pe ae 
directed to be heard before Js J 
ae Fry, on Friday, Jan 26, and Co, Coleman st, 
| Gasette, Jan. 16.] 
WLIMITED 1s CHANCERY. 
ay me oe Diy 3 has, by an order dated Nov 90,» pointed Charles 


st, Birmingham, to be official ligqui r 


Gazette, Jan. 16.) 
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Parerptr Socrerr, Lower Sener diac hae teatineen Uaecee. Jan 10 

Sr. Sosaguns FSissDiY Socrerr, George Inn, St. Briavels, Gloucester. Jan 6 
| Gazette, Jan. 12.} 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Licensed Vi Feb 

ee ee skewan, Borsigh Hugh ietualler. Feb 9. Brittain v Brittain, 
ROTREEWOOD, Sraruzy, Kent, Farmer. Feb 9. Judd v Brotherwood, Chitty, 
eee cer, High Holborn, Woollen Merchant. Feb1. Blurton vy 

he feces wi 
— on st, oie is Fastiementary Agent. Feb 13. 
ie gg v Sous Katcre, Bainagei, copy, ies, Feb 27. Barry v Tynte, 
[Gasette, Jan. 12.} 


ow Danaeh Baooe, Vi Want, Leahecoal stn POPk Ms Gent Feb 6. Dannell 


v Dannell, Bacon, VC. 
wee near Rotherham, York, Farmer. Mar 1. Hodgkinson 


Teewix, Jviia Bay, Kent. 
: por, Sven ag Bey med 7, Feb 28. Rossini vy Dolan, Kay, J. 
(Gazette, Jan, 16.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


heirs, fuouse Aine, fone Ruspnar kaw, Bary Gent, | Jan 13, Wade-Gery, St Neots 


Feb. Eagleton, Chancery lane 
sed Biakeway, 
Cravensey oy, Jurm, Chematn, Det Yoo Bemeract, Yorn, Feb 7. fones' Maachesier 


= yuomia, Actes Reyne’ © oy Mea A 
a Godliman cs Bens mune, Gratien st, Mile Had 26, Gent, Marlo. Vielder and Sum- 
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i % GOB Waksheld, Vrs ¥ ag Fernandes, Wi 
"6, Joun, Retrath,, Corll Boginesr, Feb 19, Paige ord Co, Redruth 
08, Cmszias, Cavendiah ol, “4 Jen 22, Siapson ond , ee, 


Haxss, Wistsss, Pirmonth, Devon, Ballder, Apes, Wilson, Pymouth 


Petherton 
Porwrsr, Rogge, bay an super Mare, Retired ee Jan 3. Saml, Stock, 
—. Rog = bom Jan 22, Luton 

ERT, ton, Bedford, Retired 

Rorgr, A —_— with Newland, Ss. Feb 14, oe. Ulverston 
Oe thiatal Taomas, Westbury upon Trym, Gloucester, Gent. Feb 1. Meade-King and 
ScHorzs, Jacos, Blackpool, Lancaster, Gent. Jan 29. Grundy, Bury 
SmaRpLow, MickAxt, —_—F Plumber. Marl, Haxby any parriige, Leicester 
—, Exurza, Aston uxta Birmingham, W Warwick. Feb 28. Wright and Marshall, 
Towns, Joun Lewis, orb Hants, Gent. Feb 16. Binsteed and Prior, Portsmouth 
Winstapz, Jamzs, Stamshaw, ur Kingston, Portsea, Hants, Builder. Feb 2. Harvey 

and Harvey, Portsea 


“4 [G@azette, Jan. 2] 
Anprerws, Resscca, pore teat Sussex. Feb 12. Hardwick, Brighton 
Brarsiock, Extza, _— of Wight, Marl. Vincent, Ryde 
Bravmont, WILLIAM, Sheffield, York, Japanner. Jan 31. Smith and Co, Sheffield 
Broptz, Dawret, Finchley New rd, Gent. Mar 1. ry te > Co, st 
Canxarey, Frances, Scarborough, Yorkshire. Feb 16 bull and Co, Scarborough 
Curssoip, Rev Aveustvus, Frant, Manny Clerk in Holy Orders. Marl, Cu 


Coretanp L1aM, Manchester, Fruiterer. Feb 2. Cee egg and Co, Manchester 
Darca, Berea! Sivecion, Devon. ‘Feb 10. Cockram, 
Davies, Rev Joun Ciement, Derwen, Denbigh, Clork. ‘Ma, May 1, Louis and Edwards, ’ 


Rathin 
Duxtor, GrorGE, Berks, Gent. Feb1. Beale and Martin, Reading 
'. . Resding, Dev 2 “§ 9 


pa, See ae Hassle Yor k, Builder, Feb 13. Martinson, Hull 
Hagcurr, Witt1aM Watsox, 
i Hinds, Goudhurs' 


Harcu, Nzgtson, Marden, Kent, Farmer. Feb 17. 
Lawsox, ror Epwaxp, a ang Northumberland, Clerk in Holy Orders, Feb 28, 


James and Co, Ely pl, Holborn 

Leatuzs, Lrowarp Stancer, crescent, Notting Hill. Feb 14, Leathes and May- 
nard, Langham pl, Portland p 

Lar, Hanpeer, Chesterfield, Derby, Innkeeper. Feb 7, Jones and Middleton, Chester. 

pa Rozgrt, Wavertree, Lancaster, Gent. Jan3l. Bateson and Co, Liver. 

ines Taomas, Li 1, Provision Dale. Feb 3. Goffey and Co, févergeat 

Noap, Agruve Ma Aiarrs, Road, Somerset June 21. Cruttwell and Co, 

Ogtivrs, Joun Bensamin, ’s rd, East Dulwich, Shoemaker. "Feb 28, Car- 

iw, 

Pszrers, James, King William’s Town, Cape of Good Hope, Medical Doctor. Feb 14, 
Young and Co, St aved'e ct, Poultry 

eee Angel pl, Fore st, Edmonton, Gent. Feb 3. Wolferstan and 

Sanpers, Stzruey, Wellington Quay, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Marl. Joel and 
Co, New upon Tyne 

aa Wi Pelham pl, South Kensington, Newspaper Editor, Feb 15, Griffith 

Somzs, oMAs Arruveg, Northampton, Farmer. Feb19. Durnham and Henry, Wel- 

Travis, nena RNR, Scarborough, Gent. April 1. Turnbull and Co, Scar. 


Wanz, Cioan, Nutford pl, Edgware rd. Feb 18. Wade, Belleville rd, Wandsworth 
common 





Wistxz, Joszrn, Bristol, Solicitor. Feb 1 bi incoln’s inn fields 
Worsuir, Witt, Ormesby St t Michael, Norfolk, fg Feb 28, Paines and Co, 
resham House, , Old Broad st 
[ Gazette, Jan. 5.) 


Buivxt, Taomas, Bury, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. Feb 7. Grundy, Bury 
Cotirysox, Joun, Carlisle, Gent. Feb1. Donald and Co, Carlisle 
Coeem em Liscard, Chester, Tea Merchant. Feb 5. Bellringer and Cunliffe, 


= Cuanrxizs, Barnet, Hertford, Nurseryman. Feb 7. Montagu and Oo, Gray's 


Davewrort, James, Prestwich, Lancaster, Painter. Feb 6. Slater and Co, Manchester 
Dyas, Sesans Haurrzz, Norwich, Tea Dealer. Feb 2, Chittock and Woods, 


Norwic' 

Epwarps, Joux, Westbourne park villas, Bayswater, Gent. Feb 16, Tathams and 
Procter, Lincoln’s inn 

— wr, Cheshunt, Hertford, Farmer. Mari. Duffield and Bruty, Token 


queeen Joszen, Tenby, Pembroke, Hotel Proprietor. Feb12,. Lock, Tenby 
Jexwines, Joszrn, Stevenage, Hertford, Esq Feb 8. Denby, Frederick’s pl, Old 


Kzuxwortny, Coinizs Epwazp, Manchester, Gent. Feb17. Sutton and Elliott, Man 
Lacs, Frawcrs Jouw, Lothersdale, York, Esq. Mar 1. Wright and Waterworth, 


Laxtox, Guastoves Exizasera, Reading. Feb 10. Blandy and Witherington, Reading 
Layton, Hawey, Reading, Berks, Retired Admiral. Feb 10, Blandy and Withering: 


ton, 
Lux, Wim, Birtle, nr Bury, Lancaster, Farmer. Feb7, Grundy, Bury 
Lozp, Deponan, Lancaster, Apr 2. Wright, Bacup 

Manowuns, Hazater Mowtsaus, Bath, Somerset. Feb 28. Burne and Rooke, Bath 
Mazsuaty, Cuazres, Brighton, Gent, Mar 25, Stevens, Brighton 

Muzny, Evwanp, St Clair, nr Ryde, Isle of Wight. Marl. Vincent, Ryde 
Moony, Tuomas Tawnxe, Caledonian rd, Islington, Gent, Feb 27, Roberts, Cole 


man st 
N Faspesicn Warrroxp, Cedars rd, Clapham common, Surrey. Feb 8, Whit 
ford Henry ; es oo 7" 


Nichols, 41, Cedars rd, Clapham common 
Ricnazpson, Many Ay %, Scarborough, York. Apr7. North, Leeds 
Riosy, *Jauns, Melford, Rangiora, New Zealand, Merchants’ Clerk. Mar 31. Tyre 


and Uo, Liverpool 
River Hasan Honsingham, nr Whitehaven, Cumberland, Feb 2, Brockbank snd 


Co, en 
Ross-Inxns, ( Guonen, Porchester tor, Bayswater, Haq. Jan 91, Murray and 04 


Scort, Autuony, Bouthwick, Durham, Gent, Feb 6, Kidson and Co, Sunderland 
Susssusx, Jamas, Wellington rd, South Hounslow, Gardener, Feb 9, Willoughly 





inch 
| Guoox, Jams, Grom Bodwin, Wilts, Fob 1, Slade, Wallingtora 
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Water, Ni Isle of Brewer's Clerk. Feb 1. Ni 
Wesxs, By Wight, 


Wauinenay, Rosezt, 


, Yeoman. Feb 1. Butler, 


in Furness 
» ¥ b 10. 
Wresruan Jered Lrmng ee We Fel Roun, Dette 


WiLipky, 


Warwick, Farmer. San 31. ‘Wood, Bir- 


wees, Roms, Patricroft, Lancaster, Engineer, Feb 16, Earle-and Co, 


Manchester 
{ Gazette, Jan. me 


Agsuranot, Hon Gerrrups Soria, Hyde park gardens. Feb 22. Francis and 


Johnson, Austin 


Friars 
Agnorr, Jouy, Chorley, nr Lichfield, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 28. Barnes and Russell, 
pisos, Hasszet, Buxton, Der! sated 36 Bennett and Co, Buxto 


Braxs~ey, Faances, Upper 


Patney. Marl. berate, Abchurch lane 


BorBozy, bfron'= dl Jour, | Sussex st, Warwick sq, Gent. Carlisle and Ordell, 


ew 

4G. fh Wi, Lancaster, 
yg ee ons eamonsier 1, Strani 
Browser, Pee 


_— Worker. Apr 9. Whitaker, Duchy of 
he >, Gent. Feb 10. Anderton and Donnelly, Bury 


Browy, Repmay, Oare, nr a it, Gent. Mar 2, sane Fav 


— Pasmuwas Manrtiy, Camden 


Lolige, Peckham, Esq. b 28. Bannister, 


st 
Cam™, ae aos eS Bisley, my Feb 12. Croomes, Cainscross, nr Stroud 


Crayton, WILLIAM, 
Cuayton, WILLIAM "Henry, Dery 


Butcher. Mar 3. "Sale and ifills, Derby 


i Epwarp, St Peter’s sq, Hammersmith, Esq. Mar 5. Watson and Co, 

can Saxe, Northwingfield, Derby, Farmer. Feb 24. Bunting, Knifesmith gate, 

Evans tin Crogsland rd, Haverstock hill, Gent. Feb15. Deane and Co, South 
pins, © Corpe.iA, Francis st, Gower st. Feh 28, Leefe, Quality ct, 

Gsisoy, Groner, Hanley, Stafford, Accountant. Feb1l. Wilson, Praca Dotteon ant On Ta Trent 

Garris, Henry, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Feb 28, 


Harxinsoy, Joun, Lytham, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 10, Hankinson, Manchester 
Jsxnsz, Jou, Highworth, Wilts, Retired Farmer. Mar 15. ' Mullings and Co, 
Cirencester 


Kzgnt, JAMES, | Castle, Isle of 
Ware 


Purbeck, Dorset, Gent. Feb 9, Marshfield and 


Hi 
ae Rev James, St Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex. Mar 5. Burgoynes and Co, 


MacKINDER, W1LL1AM, Bracebri 

Moors, Wi1L14M, Elm, Isle of Ely, 

Morcan, GkorGk Bernarp, Gibraltar, 
Morgan, Radnor House, Ashburn! 

Narrgk CHartes Grorcsz, Church 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Nosiz, ELEANOR, Huddersfield. A 

PaLMERINI, RAFFABLLO, — st, 

Bush lane, Cannon 





Ressgcx, RacHEL, “Bath. eb 15. 


8 
LgaTHaM, Mary Awn, Ponte’ York. Mar 1. a oY and Co, Wakefield 


Lincoln, une 4. Andrew, Lincoln 

Cambridge, mo Jackson, Wis bech 
wake go Yolonel in H. M.’s Army. Feb ll. 

rd, Teddington, Civil Engineer. Feb 12, Ingram 


pr 16, Bottomley, Huddersfield 
ortman sq, Professor of Music. Mar 12, Deacon 


Clark and Collins, Trowbri 


dge 
Sissons, Mancaner, Campsall, York. Mar 23. Arundel, ey ag * 
oe Jamgs, Coniston, Lancaster, Slate Merchant. Feb 10. Butler, Broughton 


Wres, Wit11aM Lococx, Finch lane, Stockbroker. Feb9. Dommett, Gresham st 
Wuirz, Marta, Margate, Kent. Feb 3. hea ey agg 2 


Wienzn, Maxtin, Sunderland, Dur 


une 12, ‘Kidson and Co, Sunderland 
[ Gazette, Jan. 12.] 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date, oo V.0. Bacon, ‘Juntos 
Monday, Jan. seccccccee 22 Mr. Cobby Mr. Merivale Mr, Pemberton 
IV scvesecccccsccce a Se J Ward 
Wednesday .eccsccovcsece 24 Cobby M vale Pemberton 
\ MeTET eI eed Jackson oe J Ward 
eecccccccccccecess 26 Cobby Merivale Pemberton 
Veccccevces. eeeee 7 Jackson King ‘ard 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fry. Praxson. . 
Monda Jan. eocsccoece 22 Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington Mr. Teesdale 
| Rieetes Cceas 23 Koe Lavie Farrer 
Wednesday... .ecssesseece 24 Clowes Cc 
Thursday seeereeeeeeeee 25 Koe Lavie 
van Sa 26 Clowes Teesdale 
Ceeevevevesevnre 27 Koe Lavie Farrer 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Mrppixsex.—Hitary Srrtimne, 1883. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 
(Continued vip Re 171.) 
# Barnes ( Dubois and and gon + Pet th (@ D Fowle) Pg 
® New (Dubois and v ow (field, R and Co) 
$l Holden (Bowen May) v North London Ry Co (Paines, SF and P) SJ 
& Jamieson tad 82 v Hott (Adam, Burn, and Son) 
8 Whitaker ion Street Tram Oo (Ashurst, M, © and Co) SJ 
%& Booth (W: ive and F * Kellay | JIG Deisell) sy 
% Gook (B H Van ag AR LB and M) 
a ke) vO Iuipper (@ JF Caines, 
8 Fermonia (G 8 Hare! ora (Stibbard, G and Co) 
Ha Maynard) ord eae ae O°) 
© Neck (W Crook) v Readi ni 
® Sharwood lds) v He Pana 
a and Wife (@ C Colman’ ot Trams Co (H © Godfray) SJ 
(B Newman) v Scott 
SE ae eae 
Glaister (Chester, M B and dv G0 Co) BJ 





Pombart (Argles A) v Orient Steam (Parker, 
& Der re Bre epee SAS, Co (Clarke, ee ee 
Heritage orman “CD B 
oc is eek oo 
71 Tite (Bordman a Ea erent 
= om (03 Winer and G) v and anr 
Many pa: Saccharine Co, Id Son, 
‘—a oa Kenny Ay sadn nae “ (Drake, 


Davis wy Newstead and anr and L and Co) 
pb emo fe ing (W Nea) ; Morgana ) 


Deller (H Emerson) v Soloman (H Levy) 

Wale Beate y Comets eee 

Whitton and ors (Lewis and Sons) v (Wallis, A and M) 

Cripps (E W Owles) v New and ors (Crowder, Aand Co) SJ 

Brass (C S Roche) v Vestry of i (J H Hortin) SJ 

Cates (C C Ellis, Munday, and Co) v (W and J Flower, N and N) 
Powers (R Moore) v Cowley (J Evans) 


jae rai a Sut en mus ani aar (MK Breund) SJ 
im. 
Epp A) atelier ie 
120 Hipgrave (C A ) (H M P Sheppard) 
1 and Co of New River and D) v Pool (Lewis and L) 
pe A LP waar eee 
Vv Allingham 

124 Tutill Land M) v Nash (P J Barr) 
- and O v Lake (J B Batten and Co) 

126 Feetham Wines (@ Lock ) 


1323 Davey (Digby and T) v Evans and anr (Peacock and 

133 Wood (Pockerand L v The London Road Car Co ld and Co) 

134 Joyce (G B B Norman) v Kisch and ors (A Kisch) 
etherfield and Son) v Smart (G 

136 Engiand (A E Smith) v The Gt Eastern Ry Co (C A Curwood) SJ 


143 Johnstone and ors (Prior, B, C and A) v Griffiths 

laa The Zocdone Oa (F Hortans gard Oo} y Barratt ona Os teeta, K and C) SJ 
145 Proctor (Wilkinsen and H) v Staines (S Chapman) 

146 Wallan (H Morris XR Olimas) v Hea  aaleeon) 

147 Fellowes and anr 


1 
153 Zeffert and Wi 
= este Ray robs (Keone: 3 

ey td Go)" Late Valley of menos oes 


iss The re heey ( and L) v 
15? Williams (In Person sets 
188 Em @ ‘Allcock (HM Fhitipa) 
ety Building Society (J H Lydall) + Riedon and aar 
10 eit nd oe G Roque) v LP nd Wright) 
7S (F Durant) v ‘orke (W ” 

62 Lond and ph S and B) v Griffita (Ia Person) 
163 Lady Ashburon Law and L) v Cox (L 
eB "s Gas , So and W) 
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179 Newton (Chorley, C and C) vy Woodman (N White 

180 Littlejohn (A Harrison) v Baker (Waller and M 

181 Ainsworth (W B Croft) v Great Northern Ry Co (Nelson, Band M) SJ 
182 Weston and anr (Coode, K and C) v sane (Tippetts and Son) 

183 Buckland (W R Philp) v Wright 

184 Gwilt and anr (Blake and H) v a tod ors (Quick and B) 

185 Collins (Indermaur and Co) v Cohen (A E Rosentha!) 

186 Scovell (Beal and De 8) v Dixon (R wie) 

187 Mor; and ors (Willoughby and W) v Hopkinson Crain Son and 8) 

188 Kendrick (H J Comyns) v Bebro and anr ( Rawlins) 

189 Arden (S W Johnson and Son) v Rossini (Miller and M) 

190 Benbow wary 2 and Co) v Robinson (T White and Sons) 

191 Moslin Bros (A Harrison) v Martin, — and Co (Swann and Co) 

192 Widnell and anr (Trollope and hy ls (C Turner) 

193 Debenham (S J Debenham) v Gillies a © Godfray) 

194 Hart and ors (M Shephard) v Coo rte (HF ess 

195 Stoner (Same) v McNamara and 

196 Kerwin (Mackeson, T and A) v imsdtnave m (W Sereen 

197 Poznanski = H meee v Booth teeny Nm 

198 Hewitt (Wilkinson and H) v Scithers and Madle (W Vant) 

199 Layard (Whites, R and Co) v Butler (Stibbard, Gand Co) SJ 
200 Brown (E W Owles) v Gal iT (Saunders, H and 3) 

201 Gunning (Robinson, P and 8) v Chandler (Darley and C) 8J 

(To be continued ) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 
Frencu.—Jan. 15, et 11, Stafford-terrace, Kensington, the wife of D. French, 
berrister-at-law, ‘of @ eon. 
MARGERISON.—Dec. 23, at Ilkley, Yorkshire, the wife of William Margerison, 
solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 


Hypr-— DoveGa..—Dee. 7, at Calcutta, Henry Thomas Hyde, barrister-at-law, to 
Awy, daughter of the late George Dougal, of Calcutta. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Jan. 12, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Bull, Willis J 9 Thea st, Langham st, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
Murray. Jan 26 at 11 


Pet Jan 9. 


Egan,T _ , Stamford st, Blackfriars. Pet Jan8, Brougham. Jan 23 at1 
Mie my Frank Reynolds, Mortimer rd, Hackney, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 9. Murray. 
‘an 24 at 12. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
ss Bertram James, Dartford, Kent. Pet Dec 28. Hayward. Rochester, Jan 26 
at 


Charlton, Henry, = pang in-Furness, Chemist. Pet Jan 8. Postlethwaite. Barrow- 
in-Furness, Jan 26 at 1.30 


pag eo Naga and Thomas Cheetham, Oldham, Provision Dealers. Pet Jan 8. 


Tweed Oldham, Jan 24 at 11 
Dunn, Thomas, Birmingham, Grocer. Pet Jan8. Cole. Birmingham, Jan 26 at 2 


Evans, Thomas William, Shirley, Seen Fishing Tackle Maker. Pet Jan 10. 
Daw, jun. Southampton, Jan 26 at 12 
Harrison, eat Cooper, Birkdale, Lancaster, Gent. Pet Jan 9. Cooper. Liverpool, 


Jan 24 at 12 
Hickman, William, eeigwater, Somerset, Chemisi. Pet Jan 10, Lovibond, Bridg- 


water, Jan 29 at 
Mills, John, Oldham, Builder. Pet Jan 8. Tweedale. Oldham, Jan 24 at 12 
Pet Jan 9. Perkins. 


Varley, George, = Temple Hirst, near Selby, York, Farmer. 
York, Jan 24 at 1 
TvuEspAy, Jan. 16, 1883, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proof of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Mosley, John, Tothill st, Westminster, nes Pet Janll. Hazlitt. Jan 31 at 11 
Notson, William, Ca+tle rd, Kentish Town, Olerk. Motn Jan 11, Hasittt, Jan $1 at 12 
Wolfskehl, Ernst, Angel court, Financial — Pet Jan10. Murray. Jan 81 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cockill, pons, jun Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet Jan 11, Jones, Hudders- 


field, Jan 
Lang, Charles Edmond, Ramsgate, Hosier. Pet Jan 13. Furley. Canterbury, Feb 9 
Daw. Exeter, 


atl 
Walker, Richard, Chudleigh, Devon, Railway Contractor. Pet Jan 11. 


Jan 29 at 3 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Twxspay, Jan. 16, 1883, 
Tucker Charles, Birmingham. Dec 21 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Jan. 12, 1883. 

A¥ scow, Thomas William Wilkinson, Ssrcin, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
24 at 3’ at office of Bullough, Princes st, Manchester 

Andrews, George, Over, Chester, os of. of employment. Jan 30 at 12 at Macclesfield Arms 
Hotel, Macclesfield. Cooke, Middl 

Apted, George, Birmingham, ‘Tea and © Coffee Ee: Jap 2 24 at 12 at office of Sharp, 
Colmore row, Birmingham. Johnson and Co, 

Amasirone: DEEM, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Jan 36 at mir office of Leigh, Brown st 

Athow, Charles Lawrence, ange s rd, Chelsea, Dealer in Fancy Goods, Jan 26 at 2 at’ 
office of Chapman, Gray’ sinn 

Bailey, Ann, utter worth, Lelcebeet, Grazier. Jan 26 at 2 at Hind Hotel, Lutterwor th. 


and Parr, Leiceste 
. Jan 17 at 12 at office 





of shogge yr ede st, Bristol 


Barrett, Samuel, and John Washin Hanson, Bingley, York, Iron Founders. Jaz 

26 at 3 at office of Weatherhead mat Burr, Burr, Main st, Giddier 

Baugh, ag a oT 8 at iffice of Btelfox, Hilton st, Bi 

chester. reméewen, Mancheste ’ 

Bazley, William, Bristol, Builder. Jan 26 at 8 at office of Cumberland, Clare st, Brig. 
tol 


Beare, Samuel, 1, Ngewioh. Prwegrecet. Jan 23 at 12 at office of Bavin and — 


Beatord, Sarmahdbe. Monk ston, York, Hay Dealer. Jan 24at.3 at office of 
castle and Co, Calverley chmbrs, Victoria sq, Leeds. Rhodes, Sherburn, nr 

Milf 
Bell, Thomas, apnea Lancaster, Butcher. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Threlfall, Lente 

it, South 
Bonlessin, Bhar Henry, Lewisham, Kent, Builder. Jan 22 at 2 at Dover Castle —. 
Deptford. Scard, Greenwich A 
Bull, Henry William, Frederick Bull, and Edward Charles Bull, New Law 
Srrend. Deller. Feb 5 at 12 at Cannou st Hotel, Cannon st. Linklater and“¢ 

Walbroo! 


Cannock, Samuel John, Cinderford, Glouocsiat Grocer, Jan 29 at 12 at suid 
Head, Eastgate st, Gloucester. Borlase and Co, Mi Mitcheldean 
Catlin, Richard Edgar, Leicester, Horse Dealer. Jan 26 at 11 at office of Buckby, 


Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

Ohednigse Charley, 04 Oldham, ( Grocer. Jan 26 at 3 at Grosvenor Hotel, Deansgate, 

Blackburne an 

Cheetham, John, vty, Chester, Greengrocer, Jan 24 at 3 at office of Hervey and Oo, 
e 

Chitenden tydin. Isabella, North End rd, St John’s Wood, Italian Warehouseman. Jan 


26 at 3 at office of Wilkins, Cannon st 
Cobet, Mary Ann, Ewell, Grocer. Jan 25 at 2 at office of Wells and Co, Queen Victoria 


st 

Consterdine, Thomas, Whitwood, York, Schoolmaster. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Lodge, 

Townhall chbrs, King st, Wakefield 

Cowper, William, Junction rd, Holloway, Builder. Jan 29 at 3 at office of Noon and 

Clarke, Blomfield st 

Crane, Richard Edward, James Sykes Crane, and Arthur Albert Crane, Liverpool, Wine 

Merchants. Jan 25 at 3 at office of Kemble, Lord st, Liverpool 

Critchley, William, Cinderford, Gloucester, Blac ith. Jan 29 at 2.30 at office o 

Henderson, Cinderford 

Dale, James, Pimlico rd, Tailor. Feb 2 at 3 at office of Rumney, Walbrook 

Dix, Quintin b eee A and Ebenezer — Gutter lane, Manufacturers’ Agents. Jan 
22 at 11 at office of Stewart, Fore s 

Drury, Henry, Harvington, Soceee, Market Gardener. Jan 25 at 11 at Cross Keys 

n, Evesham. Tree, Worcester 

Karl, James, Altrincham, Chester, Provision Dealer. Jan 25 at 3 at Falstaff Hotel, 

Market pl, Manchester 

Evans, Edward Richard, St George st East, Grocer. Jan 30 at 2 at office of Nicholls and 

Leatherdale, Old Jewry chbrs. Piesse and Son, Old Jewry chbrs 

rave William Bryan, Leicester, Butcher. Jan 26 at 12 at office of Curtis, Halford 

8t, cester 

Flegg, yf red Southend, Essex, Builder. Jan 30 at 2 at office of Brighten, Bishops 

gate st out 

Fountain, Arthur, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Draper. Jan 19 at 11 at office of Nettleton, 

. Victoria st, Gt Grimsby 

Galloway, John Standing, Aston, nr Birmingham, Agent. Jan 20 at 11 at office of 
East and Smith, Old sq, Birmingham 

Giblett, Walter, Oakhill, Somerset, Yeoman, Jan 24 at 11 at office of Downes, Cham- 
berlain st, Wells 

Gonldon, J ohn, Albert ter, Notting hill gate, Tailor. Jan 26 at 12 at 12, Lower Phill 
more pl, Kees. Biale, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet st 

Gray, % kington, Cumberland, Grocer. ™ 30 at 12 at office of Pickering, 
Roper st, Whitehaven 

Grice, Joseph, Westbromwich, Stafford, Iron Manufacturer. Jan 24 at 12 at office of 
Corser and Co, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 

Griffiths, David, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Builder. Jan 26 at 12 at office of Shepani, 
Queen st, Tredegar 

Ee” Ely, Cambridge, of no occupation. Jan 26 at 12 at Lamb Inn, Bly. 

Heightley, William, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, Grocer. Jan 25 at 3 at office of Bain 
bridge and agg = a sae, Middlesboroug! zh 

Hirst, William Sheard, White Horse lane, Stepney, Builder. Jan 26 at 2 at office of 
Newson, South og, Gray y’s ed 

Hughes, Edward, tan Stafford, Builder. Jan 25 at 11 at office of Rhodes, 

Queen st, Wolverham ‘tow 

Humphrey, Harriett, Whetstone, Piamber. Jan 30 at 11 at office of Wells, Paternoster 

row 

Jackson, Jackson, Church st, Bethnal area, Barman. Jan 29 at 11 at office of Gul 
ring, White Lion st, Norton Folgate 

Johnson, William, erton, nr Northwich, Chester, Farmer. Jan 26 at 11 at office gf 
Trafford and Cook, Winnington st, Northwich 

Jones, Lydia, Birmingham, atgut t Manufacturer, Jan 24 at 11 at office of Taylor, Cal 


more row, —— 
Joy, Augustus Bowdin, Ilkley, York, Brewer. Jan 26 at3 at office of Bointon, Old 
Bank chbrs, Leeds 
, Nottingham, Jacquard Maker. 


Kirk, Herbert Hen: Jan 26 at 3 at George Hotel, 
George st, Notting am. Dede, Nottingham 
La: spa, Adfred J o! hn, Fulbas rd, Hosier. Jan 29 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Greshamm® 
oll: oleman si 
Lempriere, Frederick Peter, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Auctioneer. Jan 22 at 11 at ofl 


of Reed and Cook, Paul aul st, age on 
Jan 26 at 12 at. office of Deane ant 


Marsh, a, Loughboro Ps Sees Hatter. 
Hands, T oughbo song 
Moore, Samuel, Rovtent , Lancaster, raper. Jan 26 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral 
Jan 25 at 11 at offices a 


yd, Manchester. Bannister, Accrington 
— — “aoa » York, Licensed Victualler. 
le, Al 
Munton, Joseph, and John , Leicester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturers. Jan # 
ing st, Leicester 


at 2 at of ices of Hincks 
Jan 25 at 11 at offices of Harrison, Eat 


Musgrave, John, Leeds, er, 
Muskett, Robert penn pig Surrey, Boot and Ghee Manufacturer. Jan 25 at aa 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, albrook 
Knaresbro’, York, Innkeeper. Ton 36 0b 18 ab the cinoes of Gilling, 


Nairn, Robert hci Sa Provision Merchant. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Lis 


Nicklinson, Bi pay Derby, Ale and Porter Dealer. J 90 at 9 at offices # 
Mole and Stone, st, Derby y wee 


Osborne, B Robert Toler, Karle 2 if Maa ayaa a al Jan apatls 
e, 
rae Gober "Gn Great Northern 
rig beh Regan of xorancrn, Pua Ma 8q, 
8 C8) x 
Patérson, Thon Piomas Jackson, Southampton, Tailor. Jan 22 at 11 at office of mare ; 
rr, 








Gee 
Bailey, William Sune, St George, GI ter, Plast 
Bariow, William Al B , Fruiterer. 24 at 11 
fred, ot birmingham: Jan 24 at 11 at office of Mallard, 


| Spry, Zetland 


Of, Ambo, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. Jan 29 at at offices of Warne, Middle # 


Perry, James, ames Aiddlesboroug, York, Machine Agent. Jan 25 ab 10,90 at office of 
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Poin Chel or Kent, Builder. Jan 29 at 10 at office of Bennett, Finsbury sq Oe el ae ie a - “hen James’s, in no profession. Feb 8 at 3 at offices 
Pop acinaa < oy sty NoWeastlo upon Tyas Hotel Keeper. Jan 23 at 3 at office — ae tleael, Capa nee “, Boutypriad , Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 26 at 
Robert, arlington’ ork, Grocer. Jan 23 at 2 at Trevelyan Hotel, Dean, George, Claines, Worcester, Market ener. Jan 29at I at 1, Angle ct, Wor- 


Read, Edmund, Forest Gate, Essex, Oilman. Jan 27 at 3 at office of Hulbert, Coleman 
pater, Josep, No eee Tailor. Jan 27 at 3 at office of Barlow, St Peters 


Geor; Liverpool Coal Merchant. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Hore and Co, 
‘Sree chore, st, Liverpool 


Nehemiah, haw, Stafford, Carter. Jan 24 at 11at office of Ashmall, Albion st, 
Robert, Wickwar, Gloucester, Grocer. Jan 25 at 12 at office of Paul, Corn st, 
efield, William, Leeds, Eating House Keeper. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Hardwick, 


e, Leeds 
iam and George oe, Damage ms — Manufacturers. Jan 22 at 12 at 
Park st, Coventry —e 
Skar, Pel, Cannon st, General Merchant. Feb ry at 3 at office of Pratt and Norton, Old 
Jewry chbrs. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 
Smith, Henry, Liverpool, Chemist. Jan 29 at 11 at office of Sheen, North John st, Liver- 


ani, James Fletcher, Woolwich, Provision Dealer. Jan 29 at 3 at office of Cole, Boro’ 
st, London Bridge 
an ey, bed > Se er a Builder, Jan 23 at 1 at Criterion Hotel, Bournemouth. 
Trevanion, Pi 
Stewart, W Willian F Edmund, Eltham, Brickmaker. Jan 24 at 2 at office of Dubois, Old 
Serjeant’s Inn, Chancery lane 
Strinner, Willem, Exmoor, Somerset, Labourer. Jan 26 at 12 at office of Thorne, Castle 
auth, Joes h omny, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 27 at 2 at office of Oram 
and Co, New walk, Leicester 
Thomas, Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Jan 26 at 12 at 
nies, Win yang. High s st, exthyr T z 
- Rengad Brompton, Kent, Butcher. Jan 29 at 12 at King’s Head Hotel, 
it, Quality ct, Chancery lane 
ged g Fe y ord bev Jan 25 at 3 at Corporation Arms, Guide 






-under-Lyne. Drin r, Hyde 
Tremble, Benjamin, Carlisle, Provision Merchant. 
Hotel, Erri: arlisle 
Twiver, Isaac, Pontefract, York, Greengrocer. 
Pontefract 
Vanscolina, Richard Charles, Holly pk rd, New Southgate, Building Land Dealer. Jan 
24 at 2 i mee office = hig and Co, ray’s i inn sq 
Villars, W: London rd, Southwark, Glass Manufacturer. Jan 29 at 3 at 
of aes ea a Ghia, Poultry. Saxelby and Faulkner, Ironmonger lane 


Jan 29 at 3 at Crown and Mitre 
Jan 24 at 3 at office of Kaberry, Roper- 


Wagg, Wei Walter Sydney, Thornbury, Gloucester, Butcher. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Scar- 
tad be igh st, Thornbury 
oe ree ae, Somerset, Painter. Jan 27 at 11 at office of Reed and Cook, 
Waring, oh ohn Worcester, Livery Stable Keeper. Feb 1 at 12 at office of Corbett, 
Avenue House, orcester 
Watts, Thomas, Barnstaple, Devon, Butcher. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Thorne, Castle st, 
Wheeler, Jan 23 at 11 at 3, Wood st, Bath. 


‘k, Twerton on Avon, Somerset, Grocer. 
Moger, Bath 
Willcocks, 


John, Birmingham, Game Dealer. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Parr, Colmore 
row, Birmingh: 


Wood, Albert, Patricrott, Lancaster, Beer Retailer. Jan 24 at 11 at Falstaff Hotel, 
Market Py Manchester. Tremewen, Manchester 
Wells, Upper Walmer, Kent, Grocer. Jan 25 at 11 at Park st, Deal. 


Sarah ae ot Bestel Somerset, Grocer. Jan 265 at 12 at office of Broad 


iat Bottow, 
TvuEspayY, Jan, 16, 1883. 
Mpbens, Hyam, Maryland rd, Padd: m, Publican. Jan 25 at 10 at Great Russell 
st, aeabars: Goatiley, Bow st, Cov 


mt garden 
* Fisshew, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 6 at 11.30 at office of Jessopp, St 
Ri Wiis, Kast Beeston, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 24 at 12 at office of Travell 
and Woodward, Victoria bldgs, Victoria st, Nottingham 
p Jomen > Scarisbrick, noaster, Farmer. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Threlfall, 
’ 


Wedda an oe nr eat out of business. Jan 30 at 2 at office of 
Evans, Stanley rd, Bootle, ur -——_ 
John, Bolton, Pork Jan 29 at 3 at office of Mather, Acresfield, 
Beach, ye 4 Settons, Samia Hants, Builder. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Edmonds and Co, St 
James st, P: ‘eltham, Portsea 
Benean, Charles Job John, Navarino rd, Dalston, Manufacturers’ agent. Jan 27 at 11 at 
Office of White and 0, Al st 
Seat, Sohn, Leicester, vesera Jan 30 at ll at New st, Leicester. Barres, Clifford’s 
Biraton, a pes eoteann, Harborne, Stafford, Builders. Jan 29 at 11 at 
roe bred mw heme Grocer. Feb2at11 at 50, Church st, 
ier, Hicbar, Seoume ca West H , , 7 , 
ne arts B Butcher. Feb (9 at 3 at Ashley’s Hotel, Covent 
rae. eerie si 
RS Bromell’s bldgs, Clapham. Grover. Feb 5 at 3 at office of Chamberlain, 


sow aie, Wearonnmabe, Lemonter, Joiner. Jan 30 at 12 at office of Holden and 
ee Matlock Bank, Derby, Baker. Feb 2 at 3 at office of Skidmore, Matlock 
Liverpool, Master Cooper. Feb 6 at3 at office of Murphy, Crosshall 
a Yattendon, Berks, Baker. Jan 27 at 11 at Quoen’s Hotel, Newbury. 
eed Gloucester, out of business. Jan 23 at 2 at office of Han- 
oan, Haifa, York, Innkeeper. Feb5 at 11 at office of Jubb and Co» 
a, Danes Sedgley, Stafford, Publican. Jan 30 at 3 at office of Stokes and Co, 
oneph Liverpool, Beer Retailer. ue 30 at 3 at office of Pinckney, Fenwick 


mn and os eee 
a1 Feb 3 at 11 at Seven Stars 


F 


me 











bag vend Victualler. 
1 ad out of business. Jan 26 at 12at Royal Hotel, Norwich. 














i, Tin Trunk Mannfecturer. Jan 26 at 11 at offices of Grisdale, 








1 tes, Fee, Jan 29a Bat offices of Reden 








Dean, Robert, Altrincham, Chester, Grocer. Feb 2 at 3 at at offices of Addleshaw and 
Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Deaves, Tsaac, Hereford, Baker. Jan 27 at 12.30 at offices of Scobie, Offa st, Hereford 
Dutton, Aaron, Burslem, Stafford, Boot and Shoe Maker. Jan 20 at 11 at offices of 
Julian, Queen’s chmbrs, Liverpool rd, Burslem 
Byes, eeerem Grantham, Lincoln, Greengrocer. Jan 26 at 11 at office of Schofield, 
rantham 
Elliott, Gilbert, Consett, Durham, Ironmonger. Feb 1 at 12 at office of Watson and 
Smith, Sadler st, Durham 
Elsey, William, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Baker. Jan 31 at 2 at office of Sayer, Hall 
Quay, Gt Yarmouth 
nm, William Davis, Borough High st, Stationer. Jan 29 at 2 at 269 High Holborn. 
Peaccok and Goddard, South sq, Gray’ 8 inn 
Greaves, Joseph Addison, Widnes, L Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 1 at Commercial 
Inn, Ann st, East Widnes. Husband, Widnes 
Grunnell, Tom, Whittington rd, Bowes Park, Wood Green, Builder. Jan 26 at 12 at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Medcalf, Union ert, Old Broad st 
—— dea, Kingswear, Devon, Builder, Jan 27 at 1 at office of Nelson, Duke st, 
artmou' 
Haye, Henry, York yard, Duncan st, Islington, Cab Proprietor. Feblat 11 at office 
Hatchett-Jones and Letcher, Mark lane 
aa oo John, Sandy, Bedford, Builder. Jan 30 at 12 at office of Smith, Sandy, 


Haynes, Robert Alexander, Mile End rd, Mile End, Cheesemonger. ery 25 at 2 at 
asons Hall Tavern, Mason’s Avenue. Lucas, Great James st, ‘ord row 
Heap, p, samen, Nantwich, Chester, Clothier. Jan 3l at3 at office of Heath, Swan st, 
Horsfall, Mary Ellen, and Sarah Ann Ashworth, Derby, Hatters. Jan 30 at 12 at 
Home Trade Association vg York st, Manchester 
Hoskin, William, Bigbury » Devon, Farmer, Jan 26 at 11 at office of Square and Co, 
Bank of England c mbrs, Plymouth 
page a — Kingston on Thames, Surrey, Baker. Feb 7 at 11 at office of Best 
ew Bridge st 
Hunt, Lewis, Gi Yarmouth, Wheelwright. Feb 2 at 12 at office of Blake, Hall Quay 
chmbrs, Gt Yarmouth. Paimer, @t Yarmouth 
Isaacson, Benjamin, Borough High st, Southwark, Clothier. Feb 5 at 2 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Beard, Basinghall st 
Jakes, Alfred Arthur, Peterborough, Fishmonger. Jan 20 st 11 #6 office of Hart, 
Priestgate, Peterborough 
Jennings, William Thomas Woodcock, Atherstone, Warwick, Fruiterer. Jan 26 at 11 
at office of Fowke, Colmore row, Birming 
J — Harry, gham, Grocer. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Rowlands, Colmore row, 
irmin: 
Jone, William, Stokesay, Salop, Farmer. Jan 30 at 12 at office of Corser, Swan hill, 
wsbury 
Kelly, Edward William, Windsor, Builder. Jan 31 at 11 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, 
Basinghall st. St Aubyn, Gracechurch st 
lapeeey> William Henry, Bradferd on Avon, Wilts, Farmer. Jan 24 at12 at office of 


Melksham 
ee Merchant. Jan 30 at 3 at office of Watney and 


Little, Herbert, Balham, S 
Co, Clement's lane, Lombai 

a liam John, Mold, Flint, Grocer. Jan 24 at 2.30 at office of Royle, Newgate 

st, 


Matth ews. Shared, Central Meat Market, Meat Salesman. Feb 1 at 3 at office of Stokes, 
cery lane 
Montgomery, Robert, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Jan 29 at 3 at office of Quilliam and 
Carruthers, Elliot st, Liverpool 
Morley, a Bolton, Licensed Victualler. Jan 26 at 11 at White Horse Hotel, Meal- 
house lane, Bolton Balshaw, Bolton 


Oldfield, Eliza Harriett, Pemberton rd, Upper Holloway, no occupation. Feb 2at 3 a 
office of Godfrey, West Smithfield 
Peace, George Frederick, Oldbur: p anaaben, out of business. Jan 29 at 10.30 at office 


of Jackson and Sharpe, West, tomwich 

Powys, Edmund Draper, Merton, Auctioneer. Jan 27 at 10.30 at office of -Lambert, 
Chancery lane 

Robinson, Edwin George, Bread st, Cheapside, Furrier. Feb 1 at 2 at office of Wells 
Paternoster row 

Roost, William, Wellington, Somerset, Innkeeper. Feb 6 at 12 at office of Bond, Welling- 
ton 


Sait, Alfred, Willington, Durham, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 3 at office of Maw, jun, Market 
pl, Bishop Auckland 

aa es Amy Tyler, Netherton house, Clapham, Reformatory Superintendent. Jan 

99 at 12 at office of Kent, Bucklersbury 
Se eee Henry | mate Liverpool, Hatter. Feb 8 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Watney and 
ment’s lane 

Saunders, Albert Hill Alphonso, Stamford villas, Friern rd, Builder. Feb lat3 at 
Bridge House Hotel, London Bri Woodroffe, Great Dover st, Southwark 

Sawer, Joseph, East Keswick, nr etherby, York, Stuff Merchant. Jan 29 at 3 at 
office of Killick and Co, Commercial Bank ldge, Bradford 

ano Borough rd, Southwark, Giroces: ‘an 29 at 3 at office of Thompson and 


nity st. Newington 

Smith, William, Bradford, York, Painter. Jan 31 at3 at office of Moore, Albion chbrs, 
Hustlergate, Bradfo: ra 

Smith, William Robinson, Great James st, Bedford row, Solicitor. Jan 23 at 11 at office 
of of ‘Tribe and Co, Moorgate st bidgs, Moorgate st. Stricks and Bellingham, Swan- 

Snoxall, Foie proet Song Golden sq, Window Blind Ror gee Feb 9 at 2 at Inns of Court 
Hotel, Iborn. Thomson and ay! Bedford row 

Sowman, - , Colchester, Essex, Basket Maker, Jan 29 at 12 at office of Speechley 
and Co, New inn, Strand. Prior, Colchester 

Stalker, William Barker Casson, Hanley, Draper. Jan 29 at 11 at North Wes- 
tern Hotel. Turner, Newcastle Stafford under 

Stanway, Edwin Griffiths, and George Croxton, Rock Ferry, Chester, Builders. Jan 26 
% 2at = of Chadwick and Thomas, Castle st, Liverpool. Mason and Grierson, 

Liverpool 
ee ones — Old Change, Commission Agent. Feb 6 at 3 at office of Mon- 
Bucklersbu: 
att, Siviers Kaayton, nr Thirsk, York, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 2 at office of Cass, 
Kirkgate, 

stubles, William Robinson, Leeds, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 2 at office of Dalton, Albion st, 

Summers, William, Septem, Picture Frame Maker. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Davis 
and Bennett, Threadneedle st. Watts, Southam: 

Taylor, James William, sen , and James William , jun, Norwich, Builders. Jan 
26 at 12 at office of Overbury and Gil Geos iz st, 

a John, eee, —- rv Buil ~* 29 at 11 at office of Derby Hotel, 

ccrington, n » Accri 

Timperlake, Walter Edwi Tea Jan 30 at 11 at office of Briscoe, 
Chancery lane, Bolton. w, Boltor : 

Ward, Elisabeth, Birdwell, nr Barns'ey. York, Grocer. Jan 31 at 4 at office of Rideal, 

Ward, James, Aylesbury, Buoks, Farmer. Feb at 4 at Bell Hotel, Aylesbury. Rawson 
and Awdry, Gt Marlow 
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Waters, Thomas, Nottingham, Commission Agent. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of Stroud, Low 
vement, Nottingham 
Watson, Jesse rg: Scwened , Lancaster, Finisher. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of Needham 


and Co, York st, 
Oscar mas, Newpo: , 26 at 3 at offices of | THE Exercise or Powers To Rass In re The Devala Provi: 
™seyee Lasley se Sooo he ee or. . PORTIONS cocsececcccceseeccensseces 176 Mining Company (Limited) ...... 183 
—— a ree testa York, Tailor. Jan 26 at 11.30 at offices of Richardson ae Serene IN LEASES soooceee pu inve A v. Mather 183 
‘George, West COSNASPONDENOE siacccosessscecesose 100| _ Fernside v. 


Wheslee al John gg West on Isle of Wight, Photographer. Jan 30 at 3 at office 
of Damant, Bath rd, 


‘West Cow. 

White, Robert, Kirg st, New Brompton, B Builder. Feb . at 
High st, Rochester. Knight, » Quality ct, Chancery lan 

Whitebread, Benjamin, Nottingham, —- Feb 6 at 3. 

Brougham chmbrs, Wheeler gate, Notti 

Wilks, James <A ecpmanaa Hove, Sussex, 


» Brighton 
Willsher, Thomas, Chichester, Sussex, Buiider. Feb 3 at 2 


Wilson, George, Bucknall, _ out of business, Jan 30 
and Co, Cheapside, H 


Wright, Frederick hewentnte upon Tyne, Provision Dealer. Jan 25 at 2 at office of 
aaa Junction, Watch 


Aitehison, Coilingwood st Newcastle upon Tyne 
Zucker, Charles, and Moses Zucker, Station avenue, Lou 
Makers. Feb 2 at 2 at office of Weeks, Bread st, Cheapside 


Salider: Feb 1 at 3 at offices of Parker, Queen’s 





CssEs OF THE WEEK— 


Kin, Head Hotel Dymock v. Watkin......:ecessseoss: 
ts we . In re The Mutual Society 
30 at offices of Webster, Walker v. Bunkell . 
ilter v. Heatley . 
Watson v. Holli 


at offices of Gregory, East fit Building Society . 


at 11 at offices of Tennant 








CURRENT TOPICS scoce+ceccceeccscccese 








In re The Guardion Permanent i Bene- 


Joy V. Hadley .ecceecesccerecersccce 


one Ba Béitor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected communi. 
cations. 
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’ 
SCH WEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate P 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest oS uality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The a. ounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible bev: for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, > or other a. it suits 
all palates, keeps better in all ¢ and is fuur times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a enema 


to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a 
Cocoatina a La Vasaasi is the most delionte, di tible, 
Manilla Chocolaie, and may be taken when 


eapest 

richer chocolate is prohibited, 

ve packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 58, 6d., &c., by Chemists 
Tocers. 


and 
Charities Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SOHWerean & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


Sales for the Year 1883, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
pele “gr and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
wer ay, Reema __Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Bock, Karmen other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 
Tuesday, May 1 Tuesday, July 24 
Nar Mays | Tuesday, July 31 
Tuesday, May 22 | Tuesday, Aug. 7 





Tuesday, May 29 | Tuesday, Aug. 14 
Tuesday, —_ 21 
Tuesday, Aug. 28 
Tuesday, Oct. 2 
Tuesday, Oct. 16 
Tuesday, July 3 | Tuesday, eed 
Tuesday, Ni 


Tuesday, July 17 { Tuesday, Dee. 11 


Auctions can also be held on other _—_ 8 besides those 
above specified. Due notice in any case should be given, 
in order to insure proper publicity ; the period between 
depend Muponthe mabe of the papery tected to te 
upon the ure oO! TO) to 
sold.—80, Cheapside, London. m 
To Land Compames and Owners of Building Land. 
BR. RIOHARD J. OULLIER begs to an- 
neumee that his SALES for the year endi 
December 31, 1 amount to £104,826, of which £54, 
was for BUILD G PLOTS sold on the nine years’ 
system. Mr. Collier confidently recommends the nine 
_— ne — Fc as one of the most advantageous means of 
of al Estates, and invites persons wishing to dispose 
ding —_—< or other Properties, to Phy wore him full 
‘Terms given on application at his Offices, 
«buildings, 28, Finsbury-pavement, B.C. - 


Freehold Property, immediately adjacent to me important 
railway stations at Victoria.—An unusual op rtunity 


of acquiring Freehold in this ce tio: 
sta te bear of th the Westminster “4 Tutete, peencnt” 


comp th ny 
4 ESSRS. "ROGERS. CHAPMAN, & 
THOMAS will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-ya city, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, JAN- 


eligible FREEHOLD precisely, in several L Lota, mt of 
business 


Nos. 50, 61 (and (and 64), 88. 
neighbourhood. Small 
“square, 
— s at oe ee =F ny ge be pine mn gt into shops; fine 

















65,6, 6, and 96, Wilton-road, Vion. aun a high! 
sapere ont business thorou = ee 
os Ry ES ys 
G hich could easily 

jises, recently erected in a superior manner 
being Nox mb a ee o8 ‘ 


ESTABLISHED 1825. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Estimates and Leg, ks submitted Long nag entirely Fur- 
nishing Residences, C bers, Offices, & 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 





pe tg Me Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Desi &c. Bedroom = iaanamateied Bedstead and 
Beddin = _ £7 10s. per se! 

RTY iknan’ su "SHOW ROOMS. 


as THEXTON, & PEart, 
203, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
a B. —Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 


Auction Sales for 18 
ESSRS. GLASIER & SONS beg to an- 
nounce the following Dates upon ae they will 
hold SALES by AUCTION of LANDE ESTATES, 
idences, Business Premises, ements ona Interest 8 
and Freehold and Leasehold Property generally at the 
Mart, Tokenhouse-yard :— 

Thursday, Jan, 25 | Thursday, May 17 | Thursday, Aug. 9 
Thursday, Feb. 22 | Thursday, June 14 | Thursday, Oct. 25 
Thursday, Mar. 29 | Thursday, July 5 | Thursday, Nov. 29 
Thureday, Apr. 19 | Thursday, July 26 | Thursday, Dec. 13 
They will be glad to receive early intimation of property 
intended to be moe in any of the above sales. Addi- 
tional sale days be arranged to meet the convenience 

of clients.—41, T” Charing cross 


gee go ROOMS 


Specially for the Sale o ae eee, & 
‘Works of Art, 47, i eIcESTER SQUARE, LONDON 


M ‘SSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the anor rooms are 0} Oe tro as a4 
the reception of all kinds of Literary and 
Musical Collections, &c., intended for Sale b; 
Messrs. P. & 8. me even e necessary knowledge 
(gained only b; m foe and the extensive con- 
nection enjoy by their oad 4p a sufficient guarantee 
to solicitors and h property entrusted tc 
their care will be Gaeee 2 fer mi sale in the most advan- 
tageous manner. 
aluations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public 
or Private Sale. 
EstaBLisnEp (tw ProcapiLiyx) 1794. 


H°tTEL METROPOLE, 
NORTHUMBERLAND ‘AVENUE, 
meinen SQUARE, 


The Hotel Métropole, which is wg fl in course of con- 
struction, will be one of the largest in Europe, and will 
contain al]l that modern pe otcoe age can provide for the 
comfort and convenience eral a. \- 
ments of the building, decorations, and furni: will 
under the immediate su; ion of M. FREDERICK 
GORDON, who is the of the Company. 

The Offices of the Hétel Métropole are at 13 Warwick- 
court, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 











hoe 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE » pra DS - MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS?’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 























ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836, 


FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD, 
Heap OFrrices a 2 AND ome > 














Fire Premiums .. ase 000 
—— = sas ee eae | aed, 
°° wk oe oe 120,000 
PO ¥F ‘ands ee ee ee £2,708,00) 
OMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANOE 






COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE, 












Capital BUDSCTIDEM cooesscece+ssccees £2,000,000 
Cap ital Paid-UP veces ceeessssecsecesseee 260,000 
e Funds in i Trust for Life Policy- 
holders ex ccccccccceccoccccs «= 7800 
otal Annt Annual Premium Income exceeds ee 1,050,000 
Oxrer Orricss: 19 arp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.0 
West Enp Orriczs: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, *8.W 














L’n UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU: 
RANCE COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery: 


London, W.C, 
the ‘Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to ap 
wards of £1,700,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jamzs oearet. _ -» Barrister-at-Law, 
idle Templ 
De Ohairmen—Q. 1 ae, (Lee & Pember 
oe tons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln ctw. | fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance 


Whole World and Unentitienal Life Policies granted # 
htly increased 















“5 2, of Ii eee on the contingent 
‘0: neurance a 
of Jeeue sf tngurgnce gr of Premiums 





Advances mado on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reve 






“Soman tae ot ihe Aatemae deposited with 
as 
the Board of , and every information sent on appl 






cation to 






FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


oe 









pPeOvIDER? 1 LIFE OFFIOE, 
Founpsp 1806, 
60, REGENT STREET, and 1 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


xisting Assurances exceed .. «+ £6,600,000 
Inves' Funds oe oe ae ee are 
me Pr oe ee oe 290, 
Claims Paid exceed.. o oe e+» 6,650,000 
Bonuses Declared .. oe oe eo 2,342,000 
Bestest 90h yas (1881) e each main item has shown 
improvement upon the preceding year. 

880. 1881, 

New Premiums .. oe 18,066 219,908 


oo 279,862 290,077 





and 6, G! -mews, 

‘orming a most complete block of 

gentiemes’s tables in a private yard, e one pro- 
ne bard nearly mag pene 

and conditions of . Lee & 

saben 80 Lincoln’sinn-telde, W.C.; at 

the Reston Fn pi City, we 8 | om at the . uctioneers’ 

60, grave- h Belgra .W.; 78, 

-road, S.W.; and 8, 


Wetherby-terrace, Earl’s-court, 8, 






OFFICES, 


Veronese 


lives. Large bonuses. 10. Specially Homent of ase 


Rites in Lane and LIVE IND 
RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED 





SoN FIRE AND LIFE 
Threadneedle-street, 
Oxford-street Fe oh Veneto 







. Established 1710, Home and 
rances at moderate rates 
LIFE. Established 1810. 


























and Annnities PURCHASED, or 
VERSIONARY en a = 
Lancaster-place, Water! 
1835. © £500,000. wee 8 on Loans be 





capi 





F. 8. beth 
C, H, CLAYTON, 





Invested Funds éi i 2124711 2,207,906 











